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> NOTE. 


In the first volume of this series—Quarter Sessions Records of the 
County of Northampton, 1630, 1657-S—were printed the earliest sessions 
records in the custody of the Clerk of the Peace for the County of 
Northampton. A few rolls of the Soke of Peterborough for the reign 
of James I are in existence, and in other parts of England quarter sessions 
records of the 16th century remain in local custody. It was not, how- 
ever, supposed that any medieval records of proceedings before the 
Justices of the Peace had survived until Professor B. H. Putnam dis- 
covered among the central archives of the kingdom at the Public Record 
Office sessions rolls for many counties dating from the fourteenth and 
fifteenth centuries.!. Five of the Lincolnshire rolls have recently been 
printed by the Lincoln Record Society and volumes are in preparation 
by the Archaeological Societies of Yorkshire, Essex and Gloucestershire, 
and by the Dugdale Society for Warwickshire, while rolls for Oxford 
and Wiltshire have been printed in Medieval Archives of the University 
of Oxford and the Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Magazine 
respectively. 


These discoveries include the records of sessions held before the 
Keepers of the Peace and their Supervisors in the reign of Edward II 
for eleven counties, including Northamptonshire. (See below, page 
xxxv). The Kent rolls have been published by the Kent Archaeological 
Society. When Professor Putnam suggested that Miss Marguerite 
Gollancz should undertake an edition of the Northamptonshire rolls 
for the Record Society, the Council were only too pleased to take a share 
in this great enterprise which, as volume after volume appears, is grad- 
ually illuminating one of the darkest patches in our legal history. Our 
best thanks are due both to Professor Putnam for offering us the oppor- 
tunity and to Miss Gollancz for enabling us to take advantage of it. 


JOAN WAKE. 


' Of those rolls for the reigns of Edward III to Richard III so far identified, Miss 
Putnam gives a list in her work Proceedings before the Justices of the Peace 
(Ames Foundation, 1938). 


Lv] 


PREFACE. 


This volume contains records of Sessions held before the Keepers 
of the Peace and their Supervisors, forerunners of the Justices of the 
Peace. Thus it forms a link in the chain of records illustrating the 
history and development of the office of Justice of the Peace, in process 
of publication through Professor B. H. Putnam’s untiring interest. 
It is to her personally and to her scholarship, especially to her volume 
on Kent Keepers of the Peace, 1316—1317, that my debt of gratitude 
is greatest. Not only did she give most generously of her experience 
and of her time, but further she allowed me to read in typescript both 
the Introduction to her Proceedings before the Justices of the Peace 
im the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Centuries, now published by the Ames 
_ Foundation, and also “‘The Keepers of the Peace and the Justices of 
the Peace,’ her contribution to The English Government at Work, 1327— 
1336, edited for the Mediaeval Academy of America by the late J. F. 
Willard and by W. A. Morris. 


I wish also to take this opportunity of thanking others for their 
help and advice, in particular Dr. Helen Cam, whose many kindnesses 
include the reading of an early draft of the Introduction; Mr. L. C. 
Hector, who read the text in proof; and Mr. 5S. C. Ratcliff and Miss 
L. Drucker for various suggestions. Special thanks are due to the 
General Editor, Miss Joan Wake, for her constant help at every stage 
of the production. 


MARGUERITE GOLLANCZ. 


It is the practice of the Northamptonshire Record Society to keep 
to the original manuscripts as closely as possible, and I desire as general 
editor to take full responsibility for the system of capitals and punctua- 


tion followed in this volume. 
J. W. 
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EXPLANATORY NOTES. 


The punctuation and capitals in the original manuscript have been 
followed as far as possible, but the cases have been set out separately 
and numbered. Presentments for several offences made by a single 
jury against one person or a group of persons have been treated as 
one case, and an accessory is usually treated as belonging to the same 
case as the principal. All the cases have been translated, but the present- 
ment that watches had not been observed has only been translated 
once. Marginalia, writs and commissions have not been translated, but 
the commissions have been analysed in the Introduction. 

Square brackets are used for words supplied by the editor where 
the original text is illegible. They are also used for interlineations 
and deletions which are further indicated by the use of a small i above 
the line for interlineations and a small d for deletions. Marginalia 
have been inserted in the text in the position that seemed to be the 
most logical. They are indicated thus: [Marg. . 

Words have been extended according to the accepted meaning 
of marks of contraction, suspension and abbreviation, but in doubtful 
cases the apostrophe at the end of a proper name has been retained. 


The following extensions require a special note. 


(i) Jur’ (a) On membrane 1 it is extended as Juratus, sworn, 

(cf..W. C. Bollond, Eyre of Kent, vol. I, appendix). 

(b) The presenting jury. It has been extended as 

Juratores. The word is extended in this way in 

the Keepers’ Roll. 

(c) The second or trial jury. It has been extended as 

Juratores. 

(ii) The Latin word translated as ‘‘town”’ or ‘“‘township ” occurs 
in the original as villa and villata,! but sometimes also as 
vill’. This contracted form has been extended to villata. 
(iii) Marginalia. (a) Classification of Offences. Felon’ and trans’ 
have been extended in the singular if they 
refer to a single case, in the plural if they 
refer to two or more cases. 

(b) Exig’, utl’, sus’, etc. have been extended in 
the present subjunctive. @Q’ has been 
extended as Qutetus. ; 

(c) ff, f’, fiw. These contractions have been 
extended as fints. 


ABBREVIATIONS. 
A.R. -  -  -~ Assize Rolls in the Public Record Office. 
(ACs: - - Calendar of Close Rolls. 
C.B-R, - = ,, Fine Rolls. 
Candee. N= “ss ,, Inquisitions Post Mortem. 
Cal eal ne - = oe ,, Patent Rolls. 
G.D.-  -  - Gaol Delivery Rolls in the Public Record Office. 
Parl. Writs - Palgrave’s Parliamentary Writs. 


1 As villata in cases 51, G7, G9, G30, K1, K21, K2la. 


INTRODUCTION. 


CHAPTER I. 
THE COMMISSIONS. 


The government of Edward I was at its breaking point when the 
old king died, and there was left to his son a situation calling for 
a more efficient man, with a better will to work and a greater power 
of dealing with men, than those possessed by the second Edward. Pro- 
fessor Tout has shown that between 1307 and 1327 experiments were 
made in the working of the machinery of government in a country divided 
and misgoverned.! 

The subject of this introduction is limited to one aspect of the experi- 
ments of the reign, namely the preservation of peace between man and 
his neighbours, the right of each to have the protection of the law for 
his life, his liberty and his property. The purpose here is not to examine 
the whole tree of the law as it appeared in the early fourteenth century, 
but to isolate one branch and to watch its development during twenty 
years in so far as is necessary for a correct understanding of the two rolls 
printed in this volume. These rolls, belonging to the years 1314 and 
1320 respectively, are both concerned with the office of keeper of the 
peace. The first is the record of the proceedings before a group of justices 
specially created for the immediate task of completing the cases begun 
before the keepers of the peace in the spring and early summer of 1314. 
The second includes a series of indictments made in August 1320 before 
the keepers at Northampton and Geddington. 

The term custodes pacis, keepers of the peace, is used here to denote 
those appointed under commissions issued by Letters Patent to enforce 
the king’s peace and the Statute of Winchester in a single county. 
That the position of the keepers was not clearly defined is shown by the 
changes made in the clauses of the commissions issued during the reign 
of Edward II. These omissions and additions, described below, illus- 
trate the experimental nature of the office, showing how it was de- 
veloped through administrative action, for the functions of the keepers 
were defined neither by custom nor by statute. 

In origin the keeper was one whose duty it was to preserve the 
peace within the township and the hundred, where no distinct line was 
drawn between the police and the military organization. The village 
constable? was perhaps the original custos pacis and in the thirteenth 
century this name was applied to him. If, on the one hand, the village 
constables were the ancestors of the royally appointed keepers of Edward 
II’s reign so on the other, were the keepers of the counties appointed 
by the baronial council in 1261 in rivalry to the sheriffs nominated by 


1 The Place of the Reign of Edward II (2nd edition), 1936. 
2 See H. M. Cam, The Hundred and the Hundred Rolls, pp. 188-94. 
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the king.! These and the other keepers of the peace appointed during 
the last years of Henry III’s reign were emergency officials and their 
duties were largely military. It was not until the next reign that there 
was an indication that the keepers might be transformed into justices 
and eventually supersede the sheriff in local importance.’ In 1277 a 
knight not going to the Welsh wars was ordered to be elected in the 
shire court. His powers included inquiry into crimes and the arrest 
of the unruly. That violence and disorder continued and increased is 
shown by the preamble to the Statute of Winchester of 1285. This 
statute was to become closely associated with the duties of those to be 
appointed to enforce the peace. In its chapters the system of watch 
and ward was fully described and regulations laid down for the arms 
to be kept by each man according to the assize. Highways were to be 
widened and the ground on either side to be cleared of underwood, so 
that none might have cover for attacks on unwary travellers. Above 
all, the hundreds were to be answerable for crimes committed within 
their limits and for the pursuit of delinquents. In the following year, 
1286, bands of robbers still flourished and therefore, on the king’s depar- 
ture for France, keepers of the peace were again appointed.® In 1304 
and 1307 experiments were made in dealing with offenders who went 
about the country carrying clubs. Justices of Trailbaston were appointed 
with wide powers for dealing with these malefactors and disturbers of 
the peace.6 These commissions of Trailbaston were perhaps the models 
for those commissions of 1314 by which supervisors were appointed to 
complete the work of the keepers, that is to give judgement. The 
supervisors were justices of oyer and terminer, that is, they had the 
power both to hear and to determine the cases brought before them. 
The powers of the keepers were limited to the hearing of presentments 
and the arrest of offenders who were obliged to wait for judgement on 
their alleged crimes until the coming of royally appointed justices. The 
distinction between keepers of the peace and their supervisors is thus 
seen to be of great importance. The keeper was a guardian of the peace, 
the supervisor was, in addition, a justice before whom the accused could 
be acquitted or found guilty. The disadvantage of the limited character 
of the powers of the keepers is apparent, and the creation of supervising 
justices was an experiment to overcome it. After much vacillation the 
two offices were fused in the reign of Edward III. Then the power to 
determine their own indictments was given to the keepers themselves, 
that is they became justices of the peace.” But it is to the forerunners of 
the justices of the peace, to the keepers and the supervisors of Edward 
II’s reign, that we must now turn our attention. 

In the first year of the reign two sets of commissions of the peace 
were issued, appointing the sheriff and two or three others to be keepers 


ibid. p. 61. E.F. Jacob, Baronial Reform and Rebellion, Oxford Studies in Social 
| and Legal History, vol. VIII, pp. 73-4. 
2H. M. Cam, ut supra, p. 132. 

8 ibid. pp. 113, 132, 244. English Historical Review, vol. XL, pp. 411-9, where 
the fragmentary record of presentments made in Essex is printed by Miss Cam. 

4 Stubbs, Select Charters (9th edition), pp. 464-6. 

5H. M. Cam, ut supra, p. 249. 

6 ibid. Also Studies in the Hundred Rolls, Oxford Studies in Social and Legal 
History, vol. VI, pp. 73-6. . 

7See B. H. Putnam, Transformation of the Keepers of the Peace into Justices of the 
Peace, 1327-80, Trans. Royal Hist. Soc., 1929; pp. 19-48. 
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of the peace in each of the counties of England and in the city of London. 
These two commissions were similar in form,! and were characterized 
by the inclusion of the sheriff among the keepers and by the extension 
of the terms of the commission to cover certain offences of an economic 
nature.? The first series, issued on 24th December 1307, opens with a 
brief preamble on the king’s desire for internal peace during his proposed 
absence in France. The keepers were urged to enforce the peace and the 
Statute of Winchester with due diligence. They were to arrest, with 
the aid of the posse comitatus, those who resisted, and to keep them in 
custody till the king commanded otherwise. Further, they were to 
enforce certain economic measures, especially the maintenance of coinage 
and prices as they had been under Edward I, and to attach and keep in 
custody those who resisted them. Revised commissions, issued on 17th 
March 1308, gave the keepers additional powers, namely, the pursuit 
of delinquents from hundred to hundred and from shire to shire, and the 
arrest of purveyors who took goods against the will of their owners. 
Reference was made to mandates to be sent to bailiffs and constables, 
bidding them help to keep the peace. 


It seems possible to connect these March commissions, by which 
many of the earlier keepers were reappointed, with proceedings originating 
in the previous December. On the 15th of this month a mandate was 
addressed to the sheriff of each county commanding him to call together 
at a given place, in the early morning of 7th January, a certain number 
‘(usually ten) of discreet and trustworthy men of the county, knights 
and others. These men were to meet with the sheriff under pain of 
forfeiture, so that they might execute certain instructions contained in 
letters to be sent for the better guarding of the peace while the king 
was beyond the seas. 


It is not a long step to connect these letters with the commissions 
of the peace of 24th December 1307, which were issued for the main- 
tenance of quiet while the king was in France. It is possible that. the 
terms of these commissions were discussed at the January meetings 
and that the changes noted above were the result of these deliberations. 
If this interpretation is correct, we have an interesting example of the 
influence of knights and others, men of the class from which the repre- 
sentatives of the commons were drawn, on the development of the com- 
missions for the local enforcement of the peace. 


Though on Ist April 1310 writs were addressed to the keepers com- 
manding them to execute the instructions in their commissions so that 
the king’s peace be not disturbed‘ and complaints about their negligence 
were received, yet no further commissions of the peace were issued till the 
spring of 1314. The writs of 1st April conclude with a statement of the 
king’s intention to send other persons into the counties to enquire into 
the execution of the premises. This is perhaps the first indication of a 
new method of creating justices with the special power of supervising the 
keepers and of terminating some, at least, of the cases begun before them. 


* For further discussion on the forms of the commission of the peace in Edward II’s 
reign see Miss Putnam’s introduction to Kent Keepers of the Peace 1316-17, 
Kent Archaeological Society, Records Branch, 1933. 

2C.P.R., 1307-13, pp. 29-31, 53-55, Parl. Writs, II, ii, App. pp. 8-9, 11-12. 

°C.C.R., 1307-13, p. 13; Parl. Writs, Il, ii, App. p. 6. 

4C.C.R., 1307-13, pp..204-5 ; Parl. Writs, II, 11, App., p. 28. 
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It is a sign that groups of men, with the power to bring their ideas into 
practice, realized the weakness of a system by which cases could be heard, 
but not determined, until further action was taken by the issuing of com- 
missions authorizing justices to determine the cases left unfinished owing 
to the limited powers of the keepers of the peace. 


It was not however until 16th December 1310 that commissioners 
were created with powers to act in two or more counties. Though 
they may be considered as the first supervisors, they were not full justices, 
for they did not have the authority to determine cases of felony. Among 
those appointed were nineteen of the keepers of the preceding April. 
The group of four named for Northamptonshire, Oxfordshire and Berk- 
shire included one keeper from each of the three counties.! Among 
them was Hugh Wake who had been appointed one of the keepers for 
the county of Northampton in December 1307 and March 1308. 


In the preamble to the commissions of 16th December 1310? the 
clauses of the commission of the peace were summarized, and reference 
was made to the fact that many people were indicted of trespass or 
forestalling, and were thereupon taken and detained in the king’s prisons, 
whence they could not be delivered without special mandate. This 
may be considered as a criticism of the system of justice itself, but what 
follows is a reflection on the integrity of those whose duty it was to 
uphold law and order in the counties. The sheriff and others were 
granting bail, on their own authority, to those who had been indicted, 
and were taking large sums of money for their own use. In the name 
of justice, therefore, the commissioners of 1310 were assigned to alleviate 
these evils. These supervising commissioners were empowered, in the 
first place, to hear and determine, according to the law and custom of 
the realm, all trespasses for which the imprisoned had been indicted 
and on account of which they might wish to stand their trial before the 
commissioners, who had power to impose reasonable fines. Secondly, 
they were to enquire by a jury, which sheriffs and others of the king's 
ministers in the same county had bailed, on their own authority, those 
who had been indicted, and what sums they had received for their own 
use, and from whom, and in what way. The guilty were to receive 
punishment according to their deserts, and the fines taken were to be 
transmitted without delay to the Treasurer and Barons of the Exchequer. 
It appears that, as late as May 1312, nothing had been done in North- 
amptonshire, for in this month Henry Spigurnel was appointed to act 
with Hugh Wake, in place of the three colleagues of the said Hugh, 
who were not free to carry out their orders.° 


Almost a year later Letters Patent were issued, urging all the keepers 
of the peace and the sheriffs to do their utmost for the preservation of 
internal peace during the king’s short absence in France.* The issuing 
of commissions of the peace may still be considered at this time as an 
exceptional expedient to be used only when the king’s absence might 
result in the increase of disorder. Probably it was for this reason that 
commissions of the peace were issued for all counties together. The 


1This arrangement was not followed in all the groups of counties, see C.P.R., 
1307-13, pp. 327-9; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., pp. 32-3; Appendix 11 below. 

2C.P.R., 1307-13, pp. 327-9, Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., pp. 32-3. 

3 30th May. C.P.R., 1307-13, p. 463. 

420th May 1313, ibid., p. 588, Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., p. 62. 
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next few years, however, were to witness a great experiment in the sys- 
tem, and it may thenceforth be said to be part of the regular machinery 
for enforcing the peace. During the latter part of the reign single com- 
missions were issued, as well as commissions for all or most counties 
together. 

The years 1314-16 were the most distressful and disorderly of the 
reign.! The Scottish campaign ended in disaster, and Robert Bruce 
- devastated the northern counties. Elsewhere famine, pestilence and 
private war prevailed. Perhaps this turmoil was a contributary cause 
for the further experiments made for the preservation of peace and for 
the prevention of crime and injustice. On 13th April 1314 keepers of 
the peace were appointed in all counties and in the city of London and, 
as in the first year of the reign, these commissions were followed by a 
new series in which many of the keepers named in the April commissions 
were reappointed.2, The forms of the two commissions of the spring and 
early summer of 1314 may be contrasted with those issued in the first 
year of the reign. The sheriff was no longer included among the keepers, 
and all economic matters, coinage, prices, forestalling and purveyance, 
were excluded from the scope of the commissions. Those of 13th April 
open with a long preamble on the existing disorders, making reference 
to the king’s departure for Scotland and to the special need for the pre- 
servation of internal peace and for the enforcement of the Statute of 
Winchester. Malefactors and disturbers of the peace were to be pursued, 
if necessary with the aid of the posse comitatus, and imprisoned until 
delivered according to the law and custom of the realm. Reference 
was made to orders sent to the sheriff, bailiffs and others bidding them 
assist the keepers when asked. 

The issue of new commissions seven weeks later, on 5th June, seems 
sufficient evidence that the writs and admonitions of the early spring 
had had little effect. This is confirmed by the wording of the new pre- 
ambles which, couched in similar terms, lay further stress on the failure 
of the sheriffs and others to check the increased disorder. Since the 
king’s departure for Scotland great outrages had been committed by 
knights and others who had gathered together, holding unlawful assemb- 
lies by day and by night, committing assaults and murders, breaking into 
the king’s parks and those of his people and hunting the deer. The 
keepers were empowered to enforce the Statute of Winchester, and to 
enquire by the oath of upright and lawful men concerning crimes and 
trespasses, and to pursue and arrest all malefactors, breakers of the 
peace and those notoriously suspected,’ and to put them in safe custody, 
from which they were not to be delivered without special mandate. 
Diligence was urged, and the right was granted to use the posse comitatus 
whenever it was found necessary. Two special measures to enforce the 
pursuit and trial of delinquents were included. In the first place the 
keepers themselves were to make monthly reports to the Council at 
Westminster concerning what they had done, submitting the names of 
malefactors. Secondly, commissioners were to be sent to do justice to 
the offenders and to examine the deeds both of the keepers and of the 
sheriffs. 


LT. F. Tout, The Place of Edward II (2nd edition) (1936), p. 93. 
2C.P.R., 1313-17, pp. 107-9, 122-4; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., pp. 72-4, 74-6. 
3 For further reference to this vital clause see pp. Xv, Xvil-xviii. 
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Thirteen days later, on 18th June 1314, at Berwick-upon-Tweed, 
commissions were attested nominating justices as outlined in the com- 
missions of the peace.! The enrolment of the work of the sessions held 
by these justices, or supervisors, in Northamptonshire, fills the greater 
portion of this volume. The preambles to the commissions of 18th 
June contained the stereotyped phrases of those of Sth June. Again 
the sad tales of crime and disorder were rehearsed, for men told of the 
evil deeds done since the king had begun his march towards Scotland 
on Palm Sunday (31st March), to check the rebellion and malice of the 
Scots, rebels and enemies. Knights and divers other evil doers and 
disturbers of the peace had banded themselves together in divers counties, 
forming conventicles and other unlawful assemblies, by day and by night, 
both within liberties and without. They roamed and wandered, beating 
and wounding men in cities, boroughs and other places, public and 
private, killing some and maiming others, and spreading fire and evil. 
Further, men broke into the king’s parks and into those of his loyal 
subjects and, without permission, chased and hunted the deer and carried 
them away out of malice, in breach of the peace and to the terror of the 
people. These wrongs were not remedied by the keepers of the peace, 
by the sheriffs nor by other officers. 


A recapitulation of the main clauses of the commission of the peace 
of 5th June 1314 follows this long preamble. It concludes with the 
order that those suspected, or found guilty through inquests, were not 
to be delivered from the prisons without a special mandate. This leads 
to the reason for the new appointments, namely the desire that justice 
be executed speedily on all and each of the felons and trespassers who 
had been accused or indicted of felonies and trespasses by inquests, or 
who had been found guilty in any other way after the aforesaid 31st 
March, or who were to be found guilty. 


The duties of the justices were then elaborated. In the case of 
the commission printed below, that for Buckinghamshire, Bedfordshire, 
Northamptonshire and Rutland, Henry Spigurnel, a justice of the King’s 
Bench, and the only member of the commission learned in the law, 
was named as one of the quorum of two who was to be present at each 
session. The enquiries, to be made by a jury if necessary, were to 
cover felonies and trespasses committed after 3Jst March, felons and 
trespassers, and other doers of evil, and breakers of the peace who 
fished both by day and by night in the marshes and fish-ponds of the 
king and of his faithful subjects, as well as the work and diligence 
of the keepers of the peace and the behaviour of the sheriffs. Both 
classes of officials were to be punished according to their deserts. 
Justice was to be done concerning felons, felonies, trespassers and 
trespasses as well at the King’s suit as at that of anyone else who might 
wish to make plaint, that is, the commissioners could hear and determine, 
according to law and custom, all of the above mentioned felonies and 
trespasses, saving to the king amercements and whatever else pertained 
to him. 


The sheriff was ordered to assist in the carrying out of the premises, 


causing to come before the justices all felons and trespassers who had 
been accused, indicted or in any other way found or to be found guilty. 


1 See below p. 8, C.P.R., 1313-17, pp. 128-30, Parl. Writs, I, ii, App., pp. 76-7. 
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Compared with the supervisors’ commission of 16th December 1310 
in which those appointed were empowered to levy fines in cases of tres- 
pass, that is in cases which would to-day be termed misdemeanours, 
the commission just analysed covers a wider field of jurisdiction. In 
contrast to the earlier commissioners, the latter were full justices. They 
had the authority, not only of levying fines in cases of trespass, but also 
of determining cases of felony. These supervisors were, therefore, 
criminal law judges with powers of hearing and determining in all the 
most serious cases of crime, excepting only treason itself. Their powers 
were indeed greater in one respect than those of the justices of the peace 
who succeeded both them and the keepers, for the supervisors, unlike 
the later justices of the peace,! could hear suits brought by private 
persons. The keepers too, after June 1314, and until the end of Edward 
IT's reign, had an important power which they did not transmit, namely, 
that of taking and imprisoning delinquents who, though not indicted, 
were notoriously suspect.? 


At this juncture something must be said about the justices of gaol 
delivery who were commissioned to deliver prisoners from the king’s 
gaols, according to a form which can be traced back beyond the reign 
of Edward I. These justices were usually empowered by the terms of 
their commission to clear a certain gaol of all prisoners. These would 
include those who had been arrested following indictment of felony 
before the keepers of the peace, but rarely those indicted of trespass. 
Thus on Ist September 1310, the justices appointed to deliver Northamp- 
ton gaol were specifically informed that they were to deliver those in- 
dicted of felonies before the keepers.‘ The insertion of this special 
clause was probably necessary because, by the peace commission of March 
1308, delivery of those indicted before the keepers was forbidden until 
further instructions had been received. Two months later, in December 
1310, supervising justices were created to hear and determine cases of 
trespass first brought before the keepers.5 


In the commission of the peace of 13th April 1314 delivery was to 
be according to the law and custom of the realm, this being the regular 
phrase used to denote delivery by the justices of gaol delivery ; in that 
of 5th June 1314 delivery was not to be undertaken without special 
mandate. No such mandate was expressed in the commission of 18th 
June 1314, but on 10th July 1314, again at Berwick, commissions were 
attested, appointing justices to deliver the gaols in twenty-eight counties, 
empowering them, as in 1310, to deliver those indicted, or to be indicted, 


‘Suits were brought before the Justices of Labourers by individual plaintiffs, 
see B. H. Putnam, Enforcement of the Statute of Labourers, 1349-59, Columbia 
University Studies in History, Economics and Private Law, vol. XXXII, 
p. 70. 

* B. H. Putnam, Transformation of the Keepers of the Peace into Justices of the Peace, 
Trans. Royal Hist. Society 4th series, vol. XII, p. 26. See below pp, xvii-xviii. 
This did not mean however that in the later fourteenth and fifteenth centuries 
a suspected person could not be arrested without previous indictment. The 
gaol delivery rolls of the fifteenth century show that a man was often imprisoned 
on suspicion of theft even though he was not taken red-handed. See my 
unpublished thesis submitted for the degree of M.A. in the University of London 
(1936). 

* cf. Pollock and Maitland, History of English Law, vol. I, p. 200. 

2 GD Ol a. 5) 

5 See above p. xii. 
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before the keepers of the peace of felonies and trespasses committed 
after 31st March 1314. The justices of gaol delivery of 10th July were the 
same persons who had been appointed on 18th June 1314,! and it might 
be argued, therefore, that the special clause in the July commission was 
superfluous. If the supervisors could determine indictments made after 
31st March, then they had in fact the power of delivering from gaol those 
who had been indicted. Yet even if this power were implied by the terms 
of the June commission it was not expressly given. It may be, therefore, 
that a commission of gaol delivery was necessary, not only for the delivery 
of prisoners who did not come within the sphere of the supervisors, but 
also to ensure the lawful delivery of those who did. Whether or not the 
clause was essential for the delivery of those indicted before the keepers 
since 3lst March, its inclusion meant that the gaol could be cleared 
of all prisoners under the July commission. The two commissions were — 
probably, however, closely associated in the minds of the supervisors, 
for not only were the sessions held in several counties for which rolls 
are extant on the same or on consecutive days, but the records of the 
gaol delivery sessions were enrolled together with the sessions of the 
supervisors and not among the records of the gaol deliveries.? 

Even the extensive powers given in June and July 1314 do not 
appear to have been entirely satisfactory, for we still find on the Patent 
Roll the enrolment of numerous commissions giving powers of oyer and 
terminer for particular causes. Even more significant was the fact 
that the autumn parliament of the same year gave special attention 
to the problem of the unscrupulous sheriff. In September 1314, when 
Parliament sat at York, the chancellor, treasurer, sheriffs and other 
officials were removed and new ones were appointed as from Michaelmas.° 
It was probably as part of the same scheme of reform, of which the 
Ordinances of 1311 were the basis, that, at the instigation of the Council, 
commissioners were now appointed to hear and determine allegations 
against the late sheriffs and others who had inflicted burdens on their 
respective counties.* These commissions deserve mention here as a 
scheme at variance with that of June 1314 in which power to deal with 
the sheriffs was included. Indeed, many different men were appointed 
by the October writs, and the circuits in which they had power to act 
were often otherwise arranged. The appointment of these commissions 
concerning sheriffs did not, however, absolve the supervisors from their 
duties, and on 4th December 1314 changes were made in fourteen circuits,° 
and writs were sent to the supervisors and to the keepers of the peace, 
directing them to continue in their offices according to the terms of their 
commissions.6 Complaints were probably the direct cause of these 
writs but they were also rendered necessary by the apparent uncertainty 
whether the powers given earlier in the year were valid after the king’s 
return from Scotland. 


pe a a et ree 

1 There was one change, in Oxfordshire and Berkshire, C.P.R., 1313-17, pp. 225-6 
Parl. Wits, II, ii, App., p. 78. 

2See A.R. 20, m.6, A.R. 70, m.5. 

2See T. F. Tout, Place of Edward II (2nd edition), p. 90. The five exceptions 
include the hereditary shrievalty of Rutland. 

4C.P.R., 1813-17, pp. 243-4 cf. p. 584. 

5G. P,P. 1318-17, pp. 207-8; Parl. Writs, 11, ii, App, p. 83. For earher changes 
see B. H. Putnam in the English Historical Review, 1930, vol. XLV, pp. 440— 


44). 
6 C.C.R., 1313-18, p. 205; Parl. Writs, II, 11, App., p. 85. 
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1314-16 may perhaps be taken as the peak years of the reign for 
experiments. in this branch of the administration of the law. On 14th 
June 1316 new commissions of the peace were issued for thirty-one 
counties and in these many of the keepers of 1314 were reappointed, 
including those for Northamptonshire! These commissions became 
the pattern for those issued during the remaining eleven years of the 
reign, including therefore that of 1320 for Northamptonshire which is 
printed in this volume.? For this reason it seems necessary to recapitu- 
late the clauses which were similar to, though not identical with, those 
of 5th June 1314. In the preamble riot and disorder were again described, 
and therefore keepers were assigned to enforce the peace and the 
Statute of Winchester and to make enquiry concerning felons, felonies, 
trespassers and trespasses and to follow from town to town, hundred to 
hundred and shire to shire (patria) all malefactors, felons, trespassers, 
vagabonds and those who erred against the Statute and were found 
guilty by enquiry or who were notoriously suspected. These men were 
to be arrested, taken and kept in the royal prisons until they could be 
delivered according to the law and custom of the realm. The premises 
were to be executed on days fixed by the keepers. The sheriff was to 
assist and to arrest and imprison those who had been indicted and those 
whose names were made known to him. 


The main points to note about these, and therefore about the subse- 
quent commissions, is the inclusion of power to arrest suspects, the 
‘omission of the clauses providing for the use of the posse, and the fact 
that delivery of the gaols was to be ‘according to the law and custom 
of the realm. 

The year 1316 opened with the Parliament of Lincoln in which the 
three estates petitioned for the removal of the sheriffs and ended with 
their reappointment in all except the three northern counties.? T'wo 
years later, on 29th December 1318, writs were issued creating justices 
to enquire into the wrongs and oppressions committed by sheriffs, their 
clerks, bailiffs and others, including keepers of the prisons and bailiffs 
of liberties, under colour of their office by false indictment, imprison- 
ment, appeals or extortions, and to hear and determine and do justice 
according to the law. 

Eighteen months later, on 9th July 1319, mandates were issued 
commanding each sheriff to arrest within his bailiwick all who were 
suspected of committing malpractices and outrages within the county.° 
In the following year, on 18th June 1320, keepers were named for all 
counties excepting Middlesex.6 John de Wylughby, who had been 
keeper since 1314 and was a supervisor in 1314-15, and William la Zouche 
of Harringworth were appointed for Northamptonshire. The record of 
sessions held before them in August 1320 is printed in this volume.” 
As on previous occasions during the reign, the wheels of justice did not 


2 C.P.R., 1313-17, pp. 482-3 ; Parl. Writs, Il, ii, App., pp. 102-3. For the activity 
of the Keepers in Kent see B. H. Putnam, Kent Keepers. 

* See below pp. 81-2. 

3 Northumberland, Cumberland and Westmoreland, T. F. Tout, Place of the Reign 
of Edward II (2nd edition) (1936), p. 94. 

4C.P.R., 1317-21, pp. 298-300 ; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., p. 135. 

5 C.P.R., 1317-21, p. 377. 

6 ibid. pp. 459-61; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., pp. 148-9. 

7 See below pp. 82-86. 
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run smoothly. Either the keepers were ignoring their orders or they 
were unable to obtain the necessary aid from the sheriffs and other local 
officials. Whoever was to blame there was a power behind the Chancery 
determined on action. On 7th August, two days after the date of attes- 
tation of the writs for the Michaelmas Parliament, further instructions 
were issued to the newly appointed keepers, ordering them to follow the 
terms of their commissions and to certify their proceedings to the king 
at Michaelmas, giving the names of those arrested by them.! Possibly 
because one of the Northamptonshire keepers was unable to act, a third 
keeper, John de Longueville, was associated on the commission on 7th 
August 1321.2. Two years later, on 8th July 1323,3 a new commission 
was issued and this was followed by another, dated 16th July of the 
following year.? 

A French version of the commission of the peace for twenty-three 
counties,° dated 27th July 1325, is important for the apparent omission 
of the power to arrest suspects, a power that had been granted to the 
keepers since June 1314 but that was not to be given in the next reign, 
and the existence of supplementary instructions dated 28th February 
1326.6 By the July commissions the keepers were urged to take 
delinquents and were given authority to use the fosse whenever 
necessary and by the February writs they were further empowered 
to punish, at their discretion, with heavy amercements, sending 
their estreats to the Exchequer and their reports to the king. Again 
there was no mention of the power to arrest suspects though it is possible 
that this was included in the general authority to take delinquents. 
The curtailment of duties seems strange, especially in view of the fact 
that by the writs of February 1326 the keepers were given a greater 
authority in the duty to punish with heavy amercements. This was a 
new power for the keepers, a step in the direction of their transformation 
into justices. Looking back to the beginning of the reign it reminds 
one of the commissions of 16th December 1310 by which supervisors, 
including in their number some keepers of the peace, were appointed 
to take fines from trespassers who had been indicted before the keepers.’ 

The possibility however that the French entry of July 1325 was an 
abbreviated version of the actual commission forbids the suggestion 
that the power to arrest without previous indictment was omitted from 
the peace commission before the end of Edward II’s reign. Evidence 
against a change may be found in the existence of commissions of the 
1316 type enrolled for three counties under the date 27th August 1326 
and for a fourth on 12th October of the same year.* Whether, as Pal- 
grave thought, this entry is incomplete,’ is not a problem that need detain 
us here, but it is interesting to note that a change was made in the names 
of the keepers for the one county (Lancaster) for which both commis- 
sions were enrolled, though the earlier keepers were named in the February 
instructions. Similar instructions were addressed to the keepers of two 
1C.C.R., 1318-23, p. 325; Parl. Writs, II, 11, App., pp. 150-1. See below p. 80. 

2 CPR, 1821-4) p. 57. 

3 ibid. p. 369. 

4 ibid. 1324-7, p. 66, Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., 258-9. 

5 C.P.R., 13824—7, pp. 228-9; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., p. 274. 
6 C.P.R., 1324-7, pp. 285-6; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., p. 282. 
* See above p. xii. 

8 Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., p. 275. 
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of the counties for which the 1316 type of commission was enrolled, 
but these were attested in April and June 1326, respectively, a few 
changes having been made in the names of the keepers.! 


On 8th June 1326? supervising justices were appointed in twenty- 
two counties in terms similar to those of 1314 to determine indictments 
heard before the keepers. After a reference to the peace commission, 
the terms of assignment follow. These include the duty to hear and 
determine, according to the law and custom of the realm, all felonies and 
trespasses concerning which indictments had been made before the 
keepers up till the arrival of the justices and during their sojourn in the 
county. Common malefactors convicted before the supervisors were 
to be remitted to prisons and kept in custody till the king commanded 
otherwise. Further, the justices were to enquire on oath concerning 
those who gathered together, formed conventicles and other illicit assemb- 
lies to the terror of the people and in breach of the peace and beat, 
wounded, maimed or killed men at fairs, markets and other places, 
public and private, for maintenance, or for fees, or in any way, and to 
hear and determine all felonies, trespasses and excesses. In addition 
to the usual references to the execution of the premises and to the writ 
to the sheriff, reference was made to writs to be sent to the keepers 
ordering them to have all indictments brought before the justices. 


As in 1314 a quorum was mentioned in many of the commissions 
but, while on the earlier occasion the supervisors were appointed for 
groups of counties, now they were authorized to act in single or, at most, 
in two neighbouring counties, as Northamptonshire and Rutland. Al- 
though there is evidence that the supervisors acted in at least five coun- 
ties,? their authority was shortlived. Letters dated 2nd October 1326 
revoked their powers in sixteen counties ‘‘ on account of certain causes.’’* 
These were probably connected with the landing of Queen Isabella in 
England during the last week of September and with the consequent 
downfall of the king. 


In the last years of the reign, as in the middle period, the terms of 
the commissions of gaol delivery reflect the creation of other justices. 
The writ for the delivery of Northampton Castle dated 8th July® contains 
a clause excepting from delivery before the justices of gaol delivery those 
who had been indicted for felonies or trespasses before the keepers of the 
peace, as well as those imprisoned for rebellion.°® 


Several points stand out clearly in this survey of the commissions 
issued to the keepers and supervisors in the reign of Edward II. Offences. 
of an economic character, though at first included under the administra- 
tion of the keepers, were soon entrusted to separate commissioners. The 
commission of the peace itself was then strengthened by the addition of 
the power to arrest suspects. Special justices were appointed to supervise 
the keepers and to determine the cases begun before them. These 
1 bid. 
2C.P.R., 1824-7, pp. 292-3; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., pp. 287-8. Also Yorkshire 

10th Sept. bid, p. 291. 

‘8 See below p. xxxv. 
4 C.C.R., 1323-7, p. 652; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., p. 294. Including Northampton- 
shire and Rutland, and also Oxfordshire, Berkshire and Buckinghamshire for 


which counties supervisors’ rolls survive, see n. 3, above. 
*G. D., 51 m.46. ‘ 
® See the commissions enrolled on the dorse of the Patent Roll, 16-19 Edward IT. 
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supervisors were in many respects the forerunners of the justices of the 
peace who were to inherit much of their power together with that of the 
keepers. This trust was enlarged till in the Tudor period the justices 
of the peace outvied the justices! who, in the early part of Edward III’s 
reign, threatened to overshadow them. 

Though new keepers were appointed early in the new reign (March 
1327), distrust in their powers prevailed.?, No longer could they arrest 
suspects. Offenders against the Statute of Winchester were to be pun- 
ished by the justices of assize. By a statute of 13303 these justices of 
assize were to deliver the gaols at least three times a year, and the keepers 
were to send indictments taken before themselves to the justices. The 
experiments of 1314 and 1326, the issuing of commissions to supervising 
justices, were, however, not forgotten, and, especially after 1344, men of 
law were added to the commissions of the peace and were empowered 
to deliver the gaols of prisoners indicted before the keepers. This trans- 
formation of the keepers into justices was achieved by 1350 though only 
sanctioned by statute in 1361.4 A reaction against the justices of the 
peace, however, soon set in and became almost as serious as that against 
the keepers in the early years of the reign. Apparently through the 
successful agitation of the representatives of the Commons, who appear 
to have been the champions of the keepers and of the justices throughout 
the reign, this reaction ended in 1368.5 From that time the keepers may 
be said to have been truly transformed into justices of the peace. 


a ee, : — 


1 Especially the Justices of Assize. 

2See B. H. Putnam, Tvansformation of the Keepers of the Peace into Justices of the 
Peace (1327-1380). Trans. Royal Hist. Soc. 1929, pp. 24-7. 

3.4 Edward III, cap. 2. . 

435 Edward ITI, cap. 1. 

5B. H. Putnam, wt supra, pp. 46-7. 
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CHAPTER II. 
THE COMMISSIONERS. 


The supervisors and keepers of the peace whose various powers 
have been discussed in the foregoing chapter now claim our attention. 
Though it is not possible to discover much about them individually, 
one can at least sometimes show what manner of men they were and 
the type of work performed by them. In addition to the administration 
of justice duties connected with military arrangements and with economic 
matters came within their sphere.! 


Supervisors, with powers to complete the work of the keepers of 
the peace were appointed three times during the reign, in 1310 when 
the scope of their powers did not include the determining of cases of 
felony,? in 1314 and in 1326. On 16th December 1310 the four 
commissioners appointed to act in Northamptonshire, Oxfordshire and 
Berkshire included one of the keepers of the peace from each of the 
three counties as well as Master John of Everdon. He was probably 
the Master John who was constituted a baron of the Exchequer in 1307,3 
who was Chancellor of Exeter 1308-9, later became a prebendary of 
Salisbury and subsequently dean of St. Paul’s, and who acted on various 
commissions connected with revenue and its collection. Only one of 
this group however, Hugh Wake of Northamptonshire, need detain us 
here,° for his companions were unable to act as we learn from a new com- 
mission (for Northamptonshire only) addressed to him and to Henry 
Spigurnel in May 1312. Two years later, on 18th June 1314, Henry 
Spigurnel, John Peyvre, Walter de Molesworth and John de Wylughby 
were assigned for four counties,—Northamptonshire, Rutland, Bedford- 
shire and Buckinghamshire. In the last year of the reign, when super- 
visors were again appointed, those for Northamptonshire and Rutland 
were John de Mutford, John de Morteyn and Ralph Basset of Weldon. 
The first of these, John de Mutford, justice of Common Pleas, was a native 
of Suffolk. But his career does not concern us directly. The other two, 
both keepers of the peace in our county, will be mentioned later in this 
chapter. For this study the most important of the three appointments 
was that of 18th June 1314 and therefore the careers of the supervisors 
who received commissions at this time will be analysed in the first part of 
this chapter, while the second part will be devoted to the Northampton- 
shire keepers, beginning with Hugh Wake. 


+The following sources have been consulted :—(i) Printed. The Calendars of 
Patent Rolls, Close Rolls and Fine Rolls, Feudal Aids, the Calendar of Inqui- 
sitions post mortem, The Public Record Office List of Sheriffs, the Official 
Returns of Members of Parliament; (ii) Manuscript, in the Public Record 
Office, Assize Rolls )J. I. 1.) and Gaol Delivery Rolls (J. I. 3.) of late Edward I, 
Edward II and early Edward ITI. 

2 See above p. xii. 

3 See Foss, Judges, vol. ITI, pp. 252-3, 

2C F ae., 1307-13, p. 73. 

5 See below p. xxv. 

% See below pp. xxxi-ii. ‘ 
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Henry Spigurnel, as the professional justice, was the only one of 
the four supervisors of 1314 whose presence was compulsory at every 
session. Perhaps his career alone was of more than local importance. 
His life’s work was probably typical of that of many others who entered 
the king’s service and were elevated from bar to bench, representing the 
king as the fountain of justice, at one time in the central court, at another 
in the shires. So too the careers of the other three may be taken as 
representative of those of many of their contemporaries in similar 
positions. But it is only the shell of men’s lives that one can see 
through the records, rarely does one catch a sign of individuality. 


Henry Spigurnel came into the king’s service towards the end of 
1295 and acted in various judicial capacities even after his retirement 
from the Bench in 1323.1! He died in 1328, between 20th May, when 
he was described as being ‘ decrepit and bowed with age,’ and 31st October. 
Though the position of the family had been secured by his forefathers, 
Spigurnel’s importance was probably due in large part to his own talent. 
As the name implies, the family were originally the officers who sealed 
writs in chancery. Already in John’s reign Godfrey Spigurnel received a 
grant of land in Skeggeby, Nottinghamshire, and by 1264 the family had 
so far risen in importance that Nicholas, a son of Godfrey, became sheriff 
of Essex and Hertfordshire. John, son of his heir Edmund, died in 
possession of Skeggeby and Stanton, Essex. Our justice was probably a 
younger brother of this John. 


During the last twelve years of Edward I’s reign and throughout 
that of his son, Henry Spigurnel acted as. justice of oyer and terminer, 
gaol delivery, assize, eyre and trailbaston, as well as performing duties 
of an administrative and diplomatic nature.2_ In the Hilary and Easter 
terms of 1301 he deputized for Roger de Brabazon in the court of King’s 
Bench, having a seat there himself in the Trinity Term of 1307. He 
was retained as judge by Edward II, sitting in the same court until 
Easter 1323. At his death, in 1328, he owned lands in Essex, Hertford- 
shire, Leicestershire, Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire and Northampton- 
shire. In these and in other counties he sat as chief justice of assize 
at some time during Edward II’s reign.? He acted in Northampton- 
shire between 1312 and 1323 and was delivering the gaols of Northamp- 
ton, castle and town, and of Peterborough, between the summer of 1308 
and 1316.4 During the same period he was justice of gaol delivery in 
Bedfordshire and Buckinghamshire,> and he delivered Oakham gaol, 
Rutland, in July 1312.6 He was justice at the Newgate deliveries, 
1309-23.7 


1 An account of the career of Henry Spigurnel is to be found in G. O. Sayles, Court 
of King’s Bench in the Reign of Edward I, vol. I (Selden Society, 1936). The 
present account is based on this study supplemented by evidence derived from 
gaol delivery and assize rolls. See also Foss, Judges, vol. Il, pp. 301-3. 

2 See Calendar of Patent Rolls, passim. — 

3 AR. 1350, 1366, 1367, 1381. Also in Gloucestershire, Worcestershire, Warwick- 
shire, Herefordshire, Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire, Rutland, Kent, Sussex, 
Surrey, Salop, Oxfordshire, Staffordshire, Huntingdonshire, Middlesex, Cam- 
bridgeshire, Wiltshire and Somerset. 


1 mm.4-15; 5a. mm.5—10. 
. 58. ml. 
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John de Wylughby was also a Northamptonshire man, being sheriff 
of the county from November 1308 till July 1312 when he was succeeded 
by Geoffrey de Bradden.! Both were created keepers of the peace in 
April 1314, John de Wylughby being nominated on each subsequent 
commission till 8th July 1323.2 During the same period he was a justice 
of gaol delivery, his name appearing first on the commissions after 18th 
July 1316. In 1314-16 he was appointed to deliver the gaols of Bedford 
_castle* and of Aylesbury,> and he delivered Oakham gaol in June 1310. 
He was justice of assize in Buckinghamshire in June 13157 and in North- 
amptonshire in August 13168 but it does not appear that he was other- 
wise active on judicial commissions. Indeed in July 1317 he was granted 
exemption for life from being put on assizes, juries or recognitions and 
from being made sheriff, coroner, forester, verderer or other bailiff or 
minister of the king against his will.9 Nevertheless, in August 1323, he 
was appointed as justice of oyer and terminer,!°and on the 18th February 
following he delivered Northampton gaol,!! but after this we hear no 
more of him. 


Attached to the record of this gaol delivery is a writ dated 10th 
January 1330 and addressed to Robert son and heir of John de Wylughby, 
demanding the immediate surrender to Geoffrey Lescrop, chief itinerant 
justice, of all rolls of gaol deliveries in Northamptonshire heard before his 
father in the reigns of Edward III and his predecessors. Sewn to the next 
membrane is a similar writ dated 12th November 1329.12 Though other 
men of the same name were active during this period and a Richard 
de Wylughby became justice of King’s Bench and Common Pleas under 
Edward III,!° there can be little doubt that, as these writs are attached 
to his roll, they refer to our justice. An order on the Fine Roll, dated 
23rd February 1324 presents some difficulties. It is addressed to Matthew 
Broun, escheator in the counties of Lincoln, Northampton and Rutland, » 
instructing him to take into the king’s hand the lands late of John de 
Wylughby, deceased, tenant-in-chief.'* The death of John in February 
1324 is incompatible with the holding of sessions under Edward III, 
so that unless the clerk made a slip in 1329 in referring to sessions held 
under the reigning king, there are two men in question and it is a coinci- 
dence that our latest evidence of John’s activity is a fortnight prior to 
the writ referring to one of this name as deceased. John died, therefore, 
some time between February 1324 and November 1329 when his son 


* List of Sheriffs, p.92. Bridges, Northamptonshire T, p. 5. 

2 See Appendix ii. 

3 See Appendix iil. 

ARO; 6. G1, mm.10—-15. 
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and heir, Robert, was sent a writ demanding the immediate surrender 
to Geoffrey Lescrop, chief itinerant justice, of all his rolls of gaol de- 
liveries in Northamptonshire. 

Walter de Molesworth was appointed one of the keepers of the 
peace of Bedfordshire on Sth June 1314 and again on 14th June 1316.! 
He represented the county as a knight in the parliaments of 1311 and 
13152 and, therefore, we may assume that he held land there. He was 
appointed sheriff of the combined counties of Bedford and Buckingham 
in November 1297, in May 1308 and in October 1312.3 He was a justice 
of assize in both counties in 1314 and 1315,4 and a justice of gaol delivery 
in Bedfordshire from 1310 till 1316,5 and in the neighbouring county in 
1314 and 1315.6 Although Molesworth did not sit at Northampton under 
the two commissions of the summer of 1314, he had cleared Northampton 
gaol three years previously, acting together with Hugh Wake.’ He 
died before 3rd March 1318, when the escheator south of the Trent was 
ordered to take into the king’s hands all his lands held in chief 8 Eight 
months later, however, letters were sent to stop the interference with 
the lands and to return the issues thereof, because Walter had not held 
in chief, except for the manor of Potteresherdwyk,? now Eynesbury 
Hardwicke (Huntingdonshire). This he had acquired through Catherine 
his wife, who later married Richard de Baiocis.!° Though no evidence 
has been found of Walter’s activity in Huntingdonshire, his acquisition 
of this manor connects him with the county from which he may 
have originated. There is a village of Molesworth in Huntingdonshire, 
and a Hugh de Molesworth sat as a knight of the shire in the York 
parliament of 1314.1! It is not improbable that we have here an instance 
of two branches of the same family rising to local prominence in neigh- 
bouring counties. 

John Peyvre!? or Pever of Toddington and Chalton, Bedfordshire, 
held lands in Buckinghamshire as well as in Bedfordshire. He was 
under age in 1252 when his father Paul Peyvre, seneschal to Henry III, 
died. In 1299 he was summoned to parliament as a baron, and died 
in 1315. He was appointed keeper of the peace in Bedfordshire by the 
commission of 5th June 13143 and cleared the gaol of Bedford Castle 
in the last year of his life, both under commissions issued for that county 
alone and under those of July 1314, issued to the supervisors in the 
four counties. As supervisor he sat at Aylesbury (Buckinghamshire) 
as well as at Bedford,!® but at Northampton only in August 1314.1° He 
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was among the justices delivering the gaol at Aylesbury on 28th August 
1314 but not on 2Ist June 1315.! 


Ten commissions appointing keepers of the peace for Northampton- 
shire were issued during the reign of Edward II and of the fourteen 
different keepers four were also supervisors, namely Hugh Wake (in 1310) 
John of Wylughby (in 1314) and John de Morteyn and Ralph Basset 
of Weldon (in 1326). Eight of the keepers, including the two last men- 
_ tioned, received only one commission of the peace during the reign, 
four were appointed twice, one, Eustace de Burneby, three times, and 
one, John de Wylughby, whose career has already been discussed,? 
five times. 

Hugh Wake and William Botevileyn were appointed by the com- 
missions of 24th December 1307 and of 17th March 1308 when the name 
of William Trussel was added to theirs. Of the three Hugh Wake is 
the most important for us and from the little that has been gleaned 
about his career it appears that he was prominent in the county. 


Sir Hugh Wake of Blisworth, Northamptonshire, and of Deeping, 
Lincolnshire, who died in 1315, was the son of Hugh Wake who died 
in 1241.8 As knight of the shire he represented the county of North-- 
ampton in seven parliaments between 1299 and 1313.4 Between 1308 
and 1314 he was one of the justices assigned to deliver the gaols 
of Northampton, castle and town, and also of Peterborough,® and 
from 1301 he was frequently named on commissions of oyer and 
terminer in the county. Sir Thomas Wake, also of Blisworth, who 
died in 1346 and married Elizabeth daughter and heiress of Hugh 
Cransley was his ‘son and heir.6 He became sheriff in October 1329 and 
again in October 1335. He was appointed on the commission of the 
peace in 1325, and again in 1331,” and served on other commissions within 
the county, especially those of array. On 15th May 1343 he was appointed 
chief falconer to the king,® but in March 1346 Giles Beauchamp was ap- 
pointed to the position left vacant by his death.2 Thomas Wake was 
among those who chose two hundred archers to go to France in 1345,10 
and served himself in the Crecy campaign until the surrender of the 
town!! and perhaps died during the seige. 

A William Botevileyn, founder of Pipewell Abbey in 1143,!2 was 
perhaps the grandfather of the William Botevileyn who was keeper of the 
peace from 1307 to 1308'8 and knight of the shire in the Michaelmas Parlia- 
ment of 1297.14 He was appointed to act as justice of oyer and terminer 
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* See above pp. XXili-iv. 
% Victoria County History, Northamptonshire, Genealogical volume, 1906, p. 319, 
and family table, Bridges, Northamptonshire, vol. I, pp. 335-6, vol. II, 58, 235. 
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5 G.D. 51, mm. 2-9, 17-27. Also in 1304, ibid., m. 1. 
§V.C.H., ut supra. Bridges, wt supra, p. 89. 
7C.P.R., 1330-34, p. 136. 
®C.P.R., 1343-45, p. 29. 
°C.P.R., 1345-48, p. 60. 
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and as collector and assessor of taxes between 1294 and 1308 when he 
probably died, for in the following year Thomas de Verdun acknowledged. 
that he owed two hundred marks to Agnes, late the wife of William 
Botevileyn.! In 1311 Robert, his son, complained that Thomas, abbot 
of Pipewell, monks, and others, broke his close at Cottesbrooke, carried 
away goods and assaulted his servants.2 Robert was slain in 1314° 
and in 1316 the vill of Cottesbrooke was held by his widow, Nicholaa.* 


It is difficult to disentangle the lives of the various Wiliam Trussels 
who were active in the early fourteenth century. The family was con- 
nected with Northamptonshire as well as with Staffordshire. In 1284 
a William Trussel held land in Pytchley and elsewhere in the county.° 
Ten years later a William Trussel of the county of Stafford, son and 
heir of Roesia Trussel, probably the wife of the William mentioned 
above, did fealty for the lands that had belonged to his mother.® In 
the following year (1295) William Trussel was holding a moity of a fee 
in Scaldwell, Houghton and Langport in Northamptonshire.? Perhaps 
this William was our keeper. Either he or his son had increased the 
holdings in the county by the time of the inquest of 1316.8 The William 
Trussel who joined the Earl of Lancaster against the king and before 
whom the Despensers were tried, was a member of an elder branch of 
the family.® 


In 1314 the personnel of the Northamptonshire keepers changed 
completely. Hugh Wake’s position was taken by John de Wylughby 
who, as we have already seen, was active until 1323.!° Geoffrey de 
Bradden and Eustace de Burneby were keepers in 1314, the latter also 
in 1316. Geoffrey succeeded John de Wylughby as sheriff in 1312," 
but there is no evidence that he served on commissions other than the 
one mentioned here. Before June 1274 he had married without licence 
Joan, widow of Robert de Pavely, and in November of the same 
year they enfeoffed John, son of Robert de Pavely, with the manor of 
Bigehale (? Biggin Hall) which his mother had held in chief.’?_ In 1284 
William de Bradden held the manor of Easton Neston and Blakesley 
as part of a knight’s fee.!8 In 1316 Geoffrey held Slapton, Bradden, 
Easton Neston and Hulcote,' in 1315 he had obtained licence to alienate 
in mortmain a moity of an acre of land in Easton Neston and the advow- 
son of the church to the prioress and convent of Sewardsley, though 
the king would lose the presentation of the church if it were to fall vacant 
while the heir of the said Geoffrey was a minor and in his custody. 


1C.C.R., 1307-13, p. 222. 
2C.P.R., 1307-13, p. 422. 
3 Henry de Bray’s Estate Book, ed. D. Willis, Camdem Third Series, vol. XXVI, 
p. 61; Bridges, Northamptonshire, vol. I, p. 553. 
4 Feudal Aids vol. IV, p. 24. 
5 Feudal Aids vol. IV, pp. 1, 2,9, 11; V.C.H., Northamptonshire, vol. IV, p. 214. 
6 Ci F.R., 1272-1807,.0p, 336,338 7 °C, Ing. PoM., volo lp. 118. 
7 C.C.R., 1288-96, p. 448. 
8 Feudal Aids vol. IV, pp. 21, 24, 25. 
Dict Nat, Biog., vol. LVLIy pp. 270-1. 
10 See above p. xxiii. 
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12.C_.F.R., 1272-1307, pp. 24, 34. 
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Eustace de Burneby was the son and heir of John de Burneby and 
Sarah his wife,! daughter and co-heiress of Eustace of Watford who 
had died before April 1276 when his heirs received their inheritance.? 
In January 1303 Eustace de Burneby was given licence to enfeoff Nicholas 
de Warrewyk, king’s sergeant, of lands in Watford and Silsworth Lodge 
held in chief which were then regranted to Eustace and Matilda his wife.3 
Fight years later, in 1311, Eustace de Burneby was one of the executors 
of the will of Nicholas de Warrewyk.4 In 1307, the last year of Edward 
I's reign, he was acquitted of a demand for scutage for the king’s army 
in Scotland as he was serving with the Prince of Wales.> In the following 
year he tendered homage for the lands in Watford which he claimed to 
hold of the king. In 1316 he was joint lord of Watford with John 
Parles’? whose son and heir Walter enfeoffed him with certain lands 
in Watford and the neighbouring fees.8 In 1318 the twenty pounds 
rendered to the Exchequer yearly by Eustace was granted to Sir Thomas 
Grey. In the first year of Edward III’s reign (1327) it was included 
among the grants made to Queen Isabella.9 Eustace died in 1342 or 
early in 1343, for in April of this year his son Nicholas received his estates.!¢ 
Already by 1338 Nicholas and his wife Alice had acquired from Eustace 
certain lands in Watford and Cold Ashby.!!_ Eustace de Burneby was 
sheriff for one year from October 1314 and again from November 1328,!2 
and in the latter year he was a knight of the shire in the Parliament at 
York.!3 His son Nicholas acted in this capacity four times between 1354 
and 1361.!4 Eustace was appointed on various commissions between 
1315 and 1341. He acted as supervisor of array,!5 assessor and collector 
of taxes,'® purveyor of corn for the Scotch wars in 1323,!7 as well as being 
named on various commissions of oyer and terminer and acting as justice 
to deliver Northampton Castle in July 1316 and August 1320.!8 

William la Zouche of Haringworth was born at Haringworth about 
1276 and died in March 1352. In addition to this and other holdings 
in Northamptonshire he held estates in Devon, Somerset, Wiltshire and 
Bedfordshire. He was summoned to Parliament as a baron from August 
1308 till February 1348. His son Eudo, who died before him, married 
the daughter and co-heiress of William Inge, chief justice of the King’s 
Bench.!9 It is supposed that the William la Zouche who, after a career 
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in the king’s household, became Archbishop of York, was his younger 
son.! If this is true then it was father and son who in August 1337 laid 
before the shires of Northampton and Rutland the decision of the king 
and council as to the defences of the realm.” 


In Edward II’s reign la Zouche was also connected with military 
arrangements. In June 1322, in association with the sheriff, he was 
ordered to summon men at arms and to lead them against the Scotch 
rebels who had entered the realm. As keeper of the peace la Zouche 
served his county twice, in 13204 and again in 1329.5 in 1330 he was 
appointed justice in eyre in Derby, but was replaced after five weeks 
as he was unable to act,® In 1317 he was given protection until the 
following Michaelmas while he was going on a pilgrimage to Santiago,’ 
and in December 1324 he was granted the liberty to hunt within the 
forests of Northampton and Rutland provided that he did not damage 
the king’s deer.8 In 1326 he was granted the privilege of riding armed 
so that he might not suffer attacks of evil doers.? This concession 
reads strangely as la Zouche was one of the adherents of Thomas of 
Lancaster and one of those who helped to overthrow the king.!° 


The new keepers in 1323 were Robert de Thorp and John de Verdoun 
of Brixworth, but in the following year they were replaced by John de 
Longueville and Robert de Daventry. The Thorpes were numerous, 
and it would be mere guesswork to disentangle the references even to 
those connected with the county of Northampton.!! For John de Verdoun 
of Brixworth we are on slightly firmer ground. In 1316, as a minor 
aged sixteen years, John de Verdoun held Brixworth! following the death 
(in 1315) of his father Thomas!% who, also as a minor, had succeeded 
on the death of his father in 1295.14 No reference to John de Verdoun’s 
activities of earlier date than his appointment as keeper of the peace 
in 1323 has been found. Four years later, in 1327, a John de Verdoun, 
perhaps the same, was a commissioner of the peace!® and of oyer and 
terminer and in the same year he received a general pardon.!® What 
we can glean of his career, therefore, belongs almost entirely to the reign 
of Edward III and it is difficult to separate it from that of others of 
the same name. According to the latest authority he died after 1370,'7 
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being succeeded by his son Edmund. This suggestion is at variance with 
the older view that he died in 1346.! - 


There were several John de Longuevilles active in Northampton- 
shire in the first part of the fourteenth century. Perhaps the majority 
of them were closely connected with the town of Northampton. One 
was a burgess in parliament three times in the last years of Edward I’s 
reign and sat in the Northampton parliament of 1307, the first of the 
new reign.2, He was probably the former mayor of the borough and 
one of those against whom John de Crumbelle made complaint in 1308 and 
1309, alleging that they had assaulted and detained his men and servants 
in the town of Northampton when they were on their way to join him in 
Scotland, where he was with the late king, Edward I. During the first 
years of Edward III's reign a John de Longueville, a John, son of John de 
Longueville, and a John de Longueville, senior, were burgesses in parlia- 
ment? and in 1325 a John de Longueville, the younger, obtained exemp- 
tion from being put on assizes, being mayor, coroner, bailiff, or other 
minister of the king within the borough against his will. In 1336 and 
1341 he or another of the same name was mayor. A John de Longue- 
ville, perhaps the mayor, was receiver of wool in 1341.7 The family 
was connected professionally with the wool trade and there are several 
references on the chancery rolls to a merchant named John. In 1332 
he was dwelling in Bruges in Flanders.8 In 1334 the king owed John 
de Longeville, a merchant, the sum of 5/. 9s. 3d.9 Perhaps it was this 
merchant whom, in April 1326, the sheriff was ordered to release from 
prison, where he was following an indictment made before Ralph Basset 
and Thomas Wake, keepers of the peace, that he and others had 
broken a certain attachment of woollen cloth to the value of 50/. and 
sealed with the bailiff’s seals, and carried away the cloth.!° 


The keeper of the peace of 1321 and 1324 should probably, however, 
be distinguished from the John de Longuevilles active within the borough. 
He may perhaps be identified with the John de Longueville of Little 
Billing!! who lent various sums of money between 1311 and 1325,!2 and 
whose sons George and Thomas were among the executors of his will 
in 1335.!3 This George de Longueville, who was murdered at Little 
Billing in 1357,!* was member of parliament for the county five times 
between 1337 and 1354.5 In 1361, Little Billing, together with other lands 
and tenements, was in the possession of another John de Longueville,!® 
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a great grandson of the John who had acquired the manor in 1301! 
and who was probably also the keeper of the peace and a justice 
of gaol delivery between July 1316 and July 1326? and probably also 
the collector of taxes of 1316, 1319 and 1322,3 the commissioner of array 
of 13244 and of oyer and terminer between 1316 and 1325.5 In 1318 
he obtained a pardon as one of the adherents of Thomas of Lancaster® 
and in the next year an exemption from being put on assizes, serving 
as sheriff, coroner or other minister of the king against his will.” 


In 1291 the escheator this side of the Trent was ordered to permit 
the executors of the will of Robert son of Walter de Daventre, to have 
free administration of his goods, if they could find security for rendering 
his debts.8 At the inquest held on the death of Walter son of Robert 
de Daventre, in October 1328, it was found that the manor of Daventry 
was held for life by knight service of the heir of Robert son of Walter 
of Essex, a minor in the king’s wardship, with the remainder to Robert, 
son of Walter, and Isabel, his wife, and their heirs. This Robert son of 
Walter son of Robert, grandson of the first Robert was found to be 
the next heir and over thirty years of age.9 In 1331 he confirmed a 
release in mortmain to the prior and convent of Daventry and to the 
monastery of St. Augustine in this town.!° 


It is probable that this Robert son of Walter de Daventre should 
be distinguished from the Robert de Daventre who was one of the lords 
of Cold Higham, Potcote and Grimscote in 1316.!! In 1346 Robert 
son of Robert de Daventre, Philip his brother and Hawisia, wife of Robert 
de Daventre, held half a fee in Grimscote and three parts of a fee in 
Potcote.!2_ By 1428 these fees had passed from the family and William 
de la Pole held the moity in Grimscote.!% 


Robert de Daventre was appointed on the peace commission in 
1329 and 1330!4 as well as in 1324. From October 1324 till 1327 he 
acted as a justice to deliver the gaol of Northampton castle.!§ During 
the same years he was a commissioner of array and in 1327 a collector 
of taxes on moveables as well as a justice of oyer and terminer.'!® He 
was a knight of the shire for the county of Northampton in parliament 
in 1326, 1330 and 133217 and either he or another of the same name acted 
in the same capacity in 1340.!8 In this year complaint was made by 
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Robert de Daventre that evildoers broke his close at Daventry.' In 
1320 he was among those who received protection on going beyond the 
seas.2_ In the opening year of Edward III’s reign he obtained a general 
pardon.’ In 1336 he or another Robert de Daventre, knight, who was 
imprisoned in the Tower on account of certain misdeeds, was granted 
bail and in 1339 obtained a general pardon for all trespasses against 
the peace and consequent outlawries in consideration of good service 
beyond the seas. 

Of the three keepers of the peace who were appointed in July 1325, 
the career of one, Thomas Wake, has already been discussed.> John 
de Morteyn who, with Ralph Basset of Weldon, was also supervisor 
in 1326, was keeper of Rockingham Castle and steward of the forest.® 
Little other evidence of his activity in the county of Northampton has 
been found though one of the same name was active in Buckinghamshire 
and also in Bedfordshire where he was keeper of the peace in 1320 and 
1321 and commissioner of array and collector and assessor of taxes in 
the following years.’ 


In 1276 the sheriff and escheator of the county of Northampton 
was ordered to deliver to Ralph Basset, son and heir of Richard Basset 
of Weldon, the lands that had belonged to his father.8 Four years later, 
in 1280, he was given licence to bring under cultivation thirty-eight 
acres of waste in Weldon in the Forest of Rockingham and to hold it 
in fee simple.’ He died in, or shortly before, 1291 when reference was 
made to his executors.!0 In 1292 grants of his land and the wardship 
of his heir, then eighteen years of age, were made to two of the king’s 
yeomen.!! This heir, Richard Basset of Weldon, died in 1314,!? leaving 
a son Ralph, a minor in the king’s wardship. It was this Ralph who 
became commissioner of the peace in the last years of Edward II’s reign 
and also in 1329, 1330 and 1335.!% In the latter year he was a commis- 
sioner of array and of waste and was appointed to survey Rockingham 
Castle. He died in 1341 when his lands in Leicestershire, Warwickshire 
and in Weston and Weldon, Northamptonshire, were again in the king’s 
hands, his son being still a minor five years later. 

In 1331 Ralph Basset owed 7,000/. to Robert de Arderne and this 
debt appears to have been the foundation of the marriage settlement 
made between his young son Richard and Nicole, daughter of Robert, 
whom Ralph enfeoffed with the manor of Wilstone in Hertfordshire and 
lands in Buckinghamshire, these to remain in Robert’s hands until the 
children were old enough to manage their own affairs. Further, Robert 
was to hold the lands for seven years if Nicole were to die under age 
and without issue and Ralph was not to charge his land to the prejudice 


1C.P.R., 1338-40, p. 497. 
2 74bid., 1317-21, pp. 419, 435. 
3 ibid., 1327-30, p. 112. 
4C.C.R., 1333-7, p. 710; C.P.R., 1338-40, p. 396. 
5 see above p. XXv. 
6C.C.R., 1323-7, pp. 406, 408. 
7C.P.R., 1317-21, p. 460; C.P.R., 1321-24, p. 42, e.g. pp. 185, 225. 
8 C.F.R., 1272-1307, p. 71. 
®°C.P.R., 1272-8, p. 403. 
10C.F.R., 1272-1307, p. 300. 
11C.P.R., 1281-92, p. 498, cf. ibid., p. 472. 
12 Henry de Bray’s Estate Book, p. 61. 
13see below, Appendix ti, C.P.R. 1327-30, pp. 423, 562. «ibid. 1334-8, p. 209. 
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of his son. Robert was.to pay Ralph 300 marks: Of this, 20/. was 
allowed for obtaining the licence to alienate the land, and Ralph’s debt 
was to be rendered null and void.! Soon after the arrangement was 
made Robert de Arderne died, for in the following year, 1332, Ralph 
Basset of Weldon was in debt to his widow, Nicholaa, to the amount 
of 500 marks.? 


These sketches, though necessarily brief, give some indication of 
the type of men who were chosen as supervisors and as keepers of the 
peace in the reign of Edward II. If we consider the three groups of 
supervisors, the commissioners of 1310 and the justices of 1314 and 
1326, it is significant that each was composed of keepers of the peace 
re-enforced by a member from outside this group. In 1314 and 1326 
the man who gave special experience to the supervisors’ commission 
in Northamptonshire was a justice of King’s Bench or of Common Pleas. 
Both Spigurnel and Mutford were appointed on commissions in many 
counties. It was their presence that distinguished the personnel of the 
supervisors from that of the keepers of the peace. 


If we approach the two commissions from the point of view of the 
future development of the keepers, it is significant that keepers were 
appointed as supervising justices in 1314 and 1326, that is they were 
included among those appointed to determine indictments already brought 
before themselves as keepers. It was not however, only, as supervisors that 
they might act as justices and so determine the indictments brought 
before them as keepers, for they were also included on the commissions 
of gaol delivery. Of the fourteen keepers appointed in Northampton- 
shire during the reign, six were justices to deliver the gaol of Northampton 
Castle. These included Hugh Wake and John de Wylughby, but not 
the keepers of 1325. Thus, though the office of justice of the peace 
had not yet been developed as an instrument of the law, John de 
Wylughby in Northamptonshire and Molesworth and Peyvre in Bedford- 
shire were holding positions in some ways analogous to those of certain 
fifteenth century justices of the peace who were also justices of gaol 
delivery and of assize.4 Unlike these justices of the peace, however, 
the keepers whose careers have been discussed do not appear to have 
been serjeants-at-law.5 Perhaps it was for this reason that Henry 
Spigurnel, alone of the commissioners, was a regular justice of assize, 
though both Wylughby and Molesworth occasionally acted in this capacity.® 
Spigurnel’s colleagues as justices of assize in Northamptonshire included 
Geoffrey de Wellesford and later Master Roger de Boudon.”? Neither 
were concurrently justices of gaol delivery® nor were they keepers of the 
peace. Thus Spigurnel was the main link between the commissions of 
assize and gaol delivery, which, since the reign of Edward I, were supposed 
to be connected by identity of personnel.® 


1C.C.R., 1330-33, pp. 306-7. 

21bid., p. 604. 

3 This arrangement was not common to all the commissions issued to supervisors. 

SI SCRED XV rea 

5 Dugdale does not include any of the names in the Origines. 

®see above pp. XXlll, XxXiVv. 

7 A.R. 1350, 1366, 1367, 1381. 

8 But Roger de Boudon was appointed justice of gaol delivery in May 1318. 

927 Edw. I,c.3. cf. B. H. Putnam, Transformation of the Keepers of the Peace 
into Justices of the Peace (1327-1380). Trans. Royal Hist. Soc., 1929, p. 20. 
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If we consider the position of the keepers of the peace and their 
supervisors from a more general point of view and attempt to reconstruct 
a picture of the groups of men administering the county, we are ham- 
pered by the narrow limits of our knowledge. General conclusions are 
rendered hazardous because it is so often impossible to disentangle the 
references to different men of the same name. A few points, however, 
stand out as significant. Of the fourteen keepers and those supervisors 
- specially connected with the county of Northampton, only four became 
sheriff, only one was a baron and perhaps five were knights of the shire 
in parliament. Though several, including the Wakes and John de 
Longueville, received commissions of array, of assessment and collection 
of taxes or of oyer and terminer, the names of others figure but rarely, 
if at all, on the commissions enrolled on the Patent Roll. 


Apart then from the supervisors who were appointed because the 
law was their profession, we have a group of men, probably all having 
a recognized position in the county, whose chief service was connected 
with the preservation of peace within the county. To this end they 
were appointed as keepers, as supervisors and as justices of gaol delivery. 
These offices remained distinct but those appointed to them were drawn 
from a small group of men, one also supplying sheriffs and representatives 
to parliament. 
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CHAPTER III. 
THE ROLLS AND THE SESSIONS. 


The first of the two records printed below is one of twelve super- 
visors’ rolls of the reign of Edward II.1 Seven of these are connected 
with the commissions of 1314 and five with those of 1326. The earlier 
records include the three extant rolls of Spigurnel’s circuit, Bedfordshire, 
Buckinghamshire and Northamptonshire, those for the counties of 
Norfolk and Suffolk, where the principal justices were William de Ormesby 
and John de Thorpe, and those for Huntingdon and Hertford, two of 
the four counties of the circuit under William de Goldyngton and Robert 
de Maddyngle.2 Buckinghamshire is the only county for which the 
records for both years are extant, and the reports of the sessions of the 
last year of the reign form one roll with those of Oxfordshire and Berk- 
shire, John de Stonore being the principal justice in all three counties. 
Separate rolls exist also for Herefordshire and Nottinghamshire. The 
Northamptonshire roll, therefore, belongs to a small group of records, 
and of these it is the first to appear in print. 

Four rolls of indictments brought before the keepers of the peace 
in the reign of Edward II? have been identified by Miss Putnam. Of 
these she herself has printed the two most voluminous, those of 1316 
for Kent.4 The earliest, containing the presentments for the Tendring 
Hundred of Essex in 1308, has been published by Dr. Helen Cam in the 
English Historical Review.5 The roll of the keepers of the peace of 
1320 for Northamptonshire is printed below. 

For the county of Northampton, therefore, we are fortunate in 
having not only a roll of sessions of the keepers of the peace of an early 
date from which few rolls of the type have been traced, but also a roll 
illustrating the sessions held by the supervisors of the keepers during 
the same decade. Though one may regret that the keepers’ roll is not 
the earlier in date so that one might have followed at least a few of the 
cases to their conclusion, no general theories could have been evolved 
from an isolated comparison of this kind. It is proposed in this Chapter 
to examine the two rolls separately, discussing their form and the types 
of cases enrolled. These will be considered both for their own import- 
ance and for the light they throw on the work of the sessions of the keepers 
and their supervisors. 


SECTION I. 
THE SUPERVISORS ROLL. 


The Northamptonshire supervisors’ roll is composed of eleven 
membranes sewn together at the head. It is probably safe to assume 


1B. H. Putnam, English Historical Review, vol. XLV, pp. 435-44. 

2 The other two counties were Cambridgeshire and Essex, 

3 See n. 1, above. 

4 See Kent Keepers. 

$ English Historical Review, vol. XL, pp. 415-19, 414, where it is compared with 
the roll for 1320 printed below. 
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that this is the original number of membranes or rotulets, for the final 
one is endorsed ‘this file contains eleven rotulets.’ These measure 
eight and a half inches across, but they vary in length between twenty- 
one inches (membrane 4) and thirty-three inches (membrane 11), the 
average length being twenty-eight and a half inches. The roll falls into 
two unequal parts corresponding to the nature of the commission under 
which the justices were acting. The first six membranes form the super- 
visors’ roll proper, the last three a gaol delivery roll of sessions held 
before the supervisors. 


Membrane I, the calendar of the jurors of the county,! has no des- 
criptive heading. It is composed of lists of the names of the bailiff, 
the two ‘electors ’ and ten other sworn men of each of nineteen hundreds 
of the county,” of the townships of Finedon and of Brackley and of the 
borough of Northampton. The names were probably those of the 
presenting jurors at the August sessions, for the order of the hundreds 
in these lists corresponds with that of the hundreds in the enrolment 
of the presentments made then. They are followed by a list of the 
names of sixteen sworn men, including eight knights, headed Triatores 
Comitatus Norht’. These ‘triers of the county,’ mentioned again in 
the heading of membrane 4, are shewn by evidence drawn from other 
supervisors’ rolls to be a presenting jury of the whole county who some- 
times made independent presentments and sometimes duplicated those 
of an independent hundred.‘ In twenty-one of these twenty-three lists 
of jurors some names are distinguished by dots ; the meaning of these 
has not been solved. The number in each list varies from two for the 
township of Brackley to twelve in Polebrook and eleven in the lists for 
three other hundreds. For Higham Ferrers five of the picked names 
have two dots. The remains of one and a half inches of taut stitching 
in holes along the top left hand margin of this membrane suggest that 
a single strip of parchment, perhaps the commission under which the 
justices were acting or some other writ connected with the business of 
the court, was at one time attached to it. 


Membrane 2 is headed ‘ Pleas of the Crown at Northampton, 
on 20th August 1314.’ The enrolment of the commission to Henry 
Spigurnel and his colleagues follows, the date of attestation, given as 
18th July, is an error for the June of the patent roll.5 The record of the 
sessions opens with the enrolment of the presentments of the hundreds 
of Higham Ferrers, Spelho and Orlingbury. Those made by the other 
hundreds follow in the same order as the hundreds given on the first 


Rel AU We 200i 3. ARs oa) at 

* The hundred of Navisford is not mentioned either in this or in the keepers’ roll. 
The abbot of Peterbough seems to have held only one court for the hundreds 
of Polebrooke and Navisford, so that the seven parishes of the hundred of 
Navisford frequently appeared under Polebrooke, V.C.H., vol. III, pp. 123-4. 
See below p. xlix. 

* For the election of a jury see W. C. Bollond, Eyve of Kent, vol. I, pp. xxxiv—v. 
Our lists are similar in form to those printed as an Appendix to this volume. 
See also G. E. Woodbine, Four Thirteenth Century Law Tracts, 1910, pp. 141-2. 

* ALR. 333, m3, A.R51895, m. 138dy. ci, Magna Inquisicio, B. H. Putnam, Proceed- 
ings before the Justices of the Peace, p. xcix, Grand Jury, R. Sillem, Recovds 
of some Sessions of the Peace in Lincolnshire, 1360-75, Lincolnshire Record 
Society, 1936, p. xxxv. 

°C.P.R., 1313-17, p. 128. cf. enrolments of the same commission for Bedfordshire 
and Buckinghamshire, A.R. 20, m. 4, A.R. 70, m, 2. ; 
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membrane, the township of Finedon and the borough of Northampton 
coming last. These enrolments extend on to membrane 3 and are fol- 
lowed by a short list of fines. The fourth membrane, headed ‘ Verdict 
of the Triers of the County,’! contains eleven presentments, of which 
four may be compared with presentments made by the hundred jurors.2 
The fifth is headed ‘pleas concerning plaints and trespasses 
on 20th August’ and the sixth ‘continuation of suits and trespasses 
oe on the same day.’ The significance of this heading, however, 

depends on the order in which the filing clerk has strung the loose mem- 
branes. Such a heading, referring back to an earlier description, is not 
unusual, but several of the entries on this membrane raise a doubt as 
to the completeness of the record. Whilst. the absent defendants of 
certain pleas enrolled on membrane 5 were ordered to appear on 24th 
August, those on membrane 6 were summoned for 2nd January, the day 
of another session of the supervisors. This would seem to suggest either 
that a membrane was lost before the number was entered on the dorse 
of membrane 11, or more probably, that the heading of membrane 6 
is misleading. If this theory is correct, the supervisors did not complete 
their work in one day (20th August), and on the following day proceed 
to deliver the gaols, as our records appear to state, but the sessions 
of gaol delivery were held on the second day of sessions lasting several 
days, that is at least until Saturday 24th August. Perhaps five or six 
days were spent in each of the counties visited in this circuit and this 
may be the reason for the sessions in the three counties for which we have 
records opening on successive Tuesdays. This view is supported by 
evidence from the Bedfordshire and Buckinghamshire rolls. The 
justices opened proceedings in the first county on 13th August and 
defendants who did not answer actions brought against them were ordered 
to be in court on Saturday 17th August.3 Perhaps on Sunday, the 
18th, or Monday, the 19th August, the commissioners moved to North- 
ampton, leaving a week later in order to open their sessions at Aylesbury 
on the 27th.4 Again defendants were to be in court on the following 
Saturday.5 On Wednesday, the 28th, Aylesbury gaol was deliveredé 
and from the Northamptonshire roll we learn that a certain Hugh, son 
of Walter Hikeman, made fine at Aylesbury on the following day for 
a trespass committed at Wicken.? Even though our evidence seems to 
shew that in August 1314 the justices spent at least five days in each of 
these three counties, this does not prove that the sessions of the super- 
visors always continued for this length of time. Indeed the January 
sessions at Bedford and Northampton lasted probably only one and 
two days respectively.8 


The seventh membrane of our roll, like the sixth, has no independent 
date. It contains *presentments made at Northampton before the 
said justices, on the said day, by the jurors of divers hundreds of the 
county of Northampton.’ As the membranes are filed, this day would 


1 see above p. XxXXVi. 

2nos. 102, 104, 105, 106. 

5A. 20, mm. |. 

SAR 10; mn. 2: 

b ibid. m. 4. 

&4bid. m..5. | 

* see below no. 11. 

8’ ALR. 20, m. 2. see below nos. 188, 189. 
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still be the 20th August 1314, but there is some internal evidence leading 
to the supposition that the presentments recorded here were made, 
not in August 1314, but on the 2nd January 1315, the day when the 
justices heard the pleas enrolled on membrane 8. If the presentments 
of the jurors of Higham Ferrers enrolled on membrane 7 were made, 
as were those enrolled on membrane 2, on the 20th August, it seems 
strange that the sheriff was not to have in court until lith February 
those who had been presented, especially as the justices held sessions 
in Northampton some five weeks earlier, on January 2nd, and the sheriff 
at that time was ordered to have in court, on 11th February, certain 
persons against whom pleas of trespass had been brought. 

Lastly we come to the gaol delivery portion of the roll, membranes 
9-11. These have not been filed in their correct chronological order. 
Membrane 11, containing the enrolment both of the writ of 10th July 
1314, creating Spigurnel and his fellows justices of gaol delivery, and of 
the sessions earliest in date, those of August 1314, should have been 
filed before membrane 9 containing the enrolment of the sessions of 
1315 together with a note referring to the terms of the commission “as 
above.’ Membrane 10 would then be the final membrane of the roll 
and as such it is printed below, with membrane 11 inserted before mem- 
brane 9. At the foot of the latest membrane, the tenth, the name Borne- 
vill’ is inscribed. Nothing has been found about the bearer of this 
name but it seems probable that he was the clerk responsible for the 
compilation of the roll.!_ It is to the cases therein recorded that we must 
now turn our attention. 


The cases brought before the supervisors may be divided into two 
classes, presentments made by the jurors and plaints brought by private 
persons. This distinction is shown on the supervisors’ portion of the 
roll by the grouping of the cases, usually on separate membranes. It 
will be adhered to below. 


In hearing presentments the powers of the supervisors did not 
exceed those of the keepers. It was only when they were determining 
presentments or hearing? and determining actions that they used their 
additional powers and acted as justices. There is no direct evidence 
on our rolls of the procedure leading to the presentments made by the 
jurors before keepers or supervisors, but there is no reason to suppose 
that it differed from that of an eyre. According to the hypothesis of 
Dr. Bolland councils were held by the jurors of the hundred together 
with the four men and the reeve from every township, who were thus 
able to put their detailed local knowledge at the service of the jurors. 
At these meetings the ‘ privities ’ were put into the form of presentments® 
which were to lead to the order for somebody's attachment or arrest. 
A second jury judged the guilt or innocence of the accused if he could be 
found and brought before justices with the necessary power of determining, 


1 see below p. lit. 

2 No action of trespass was brought before the Northamptonshire keepers in August 
1320, neither did Miss Putnam find any example of an action of trespass in 
Kent, Kent Keepers, p. xxix. 

2W.C. Bollond, Eyre of Kent, vol. I, pp. xli-ii. cf. R. Sillem, Records of Some 
Sessions of the Peace, Lincolnshire Record Society, 1936, pp. xxxv—vi. cf. 
also Precepts to the Sheriff, printed by Miss Joan Wake in Quarter Sessions 
Records of the County of Northampton, Northamptonshire Record Society, 
vol. I, 1924. 
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for as the Bishop of Carlisle pleaded at the end of the century j. 
Thieves are not judged but they are by to hear, 
Although apparent guilt be seen in them.! 


The presentments made before the keepers and supervisors fall 
into two main groups, felonies and trespasses. To these must be added 
certain other offences contained in the Statute of Winchester? and in 
the articles of inquiry upon the statute,? especially the keeping of the 
watch. It has been said that it is impossible to define a felony, that all 
one can do is to enumerate the felonies. Those on our roll include 
larceny, robbery, burglary, homicide, rape, arson and the knowing 
receiving of felons or stolen goods, but the language used was often 
untechnical.s Thus in presentments of larceny the word felonice was 
normally omitted® while it was included in the enrolments on the gaol 
delivery membranes.” In the presentments, except those for homicide, 
a general presentment was invariably added to the particular and there 
were at least five for general offences,8 in two of which the accused was 
found guilty.° The meaning of burglary in early records has long been 
debated.!° Though there is a presentment of burglary made by the 
borough of Northampton!! the word is found only in the gaol delivery 
roll, where it occurs seven times, in five of which the word /felonice was 
used. There were five cases of burglary of a house,!2 one accompanied 
by robbery, the others by theft or by theft and carrying away; one of 
burglary of a shop accompanied by theft,!% and one of burglary of a 
Church, St. Gregory in Northampton.!4 


Thirty-one presentments of felony against thirty-five persons were 
enrolled. About two-thirds of this number were not taken for judge- 
ment and the sheriff who was responsible for their arrest bore witness 
before the justices that they were not found but had withdrawn them- 
selves and were of ill repute. Further effort was made to take them. 
If they were not taken on the writ of capias!5 they were to be ‘ exacted ’ 
or called to answer at four consecutive county-courts ; if they did not 
appear at the fifth they were to be outlawed and their goods and chattels, 
if they possessed any, forfeited to the king. Six of those indicted in 
August were found guilty before the supervisors during these sessions,!® 


1 Richard II, Activ, sc. 1, ll. 122-3. 
2 Stats. of the Realm, vol. I, pp. 96-98. Stubbs, Select Charters (9th edition), pp. 
464-6. 
3 Stats. of the Realm, vol. I, pp. 245-6. 
# Pollock and Maitland, History of English Law, vol. II, p. 465. 
5 See Professor Pluncknett’s ‘Commentary on the Indictments ’in B. H. Putnam, 
Proceedings before the Justices of the Peace. 
Sex. nos. 20, 82. : 
7 ex. nos. G27, G32. The presentments in these cases were made before the super- 
visors. and were general in scope. 
8 nos. 20, 50, 62, 84, 175, cf. no. 75. 
*see above n. 7. Presentments nos. 50, 84. 
10 B. H. Putnam, Kent Keepers, pp. xxv—vi; B. H. Putnam, Proceedings before the 
Justices of the Peace, pp. cxv—vi, cxliii-iv. 
11no, 82. felonice fregerunidomum . . . asportauerunt bona sua felonice . . , 
22 nos. G12, G59, G60, G65, G70. 
22 no. G3d. 
Pe no. Giz. ; 
15°For felony originally one capias only before the exigend,’ B. H. Putnam, 
Proceedings before the Justices of the Peace, p. cil. 
#¢nos, 12,22, 25,01, 75, 100. 
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but it is perhaps significant that none were acquitted. Two were found 
guilty on general presentments before the justices of gaol delivery on 
3rd January! and two were acquitted.?. .Alice Harlewyne was acquitted 
on 23rd April 1316, but it should be noted that she was taken on an 
indictment made before the coroner and not on that made before the 
supervisors, although both related to the death of Amicia, wife of John 
of Piddington.3 Judgement was given therefore on eleven of those 
indicted before the supervisors, that is less than one-third were taken 
and of these the majority were found guilty. This proportion of only 
three acquitted to eight found guilty contrasts with the proportion of 
guilty to not guilty judgements found on the gaol delivery roll. To 
this we must turn before discussing the presentments of trespass. 

The apparent ease with which those accused or indicted and 
imprisoned might be acquitted is illustrated by the fact that of eighty-one 
individual persons who were judged by their neighbours at the seven 
gaol delivery sessions for the town and castle of Northampton between 
August 1314 and April 1316, fifty-four were acquitted and only twenty- 
two (including one clerk) were found guilty. One, William de Haselbech, 
taken at the suit of John Le Veyse for robbery and also indicted for 
homicide and further robberies, refused to plead, and thus, saving his 
goods (valued in this case at forty-one shillings) was sent unconvicted 
to undergo the pee forte et dure,s This barbarous treatment of a diet 
of stale bread and stagnant water on alternate days was probably com- 
bined with the pressure of weights to hasten the death of the victim if 
he persisted in his obstinancy.6 The occasional references on the plea 
rolls to this fena stand as a reminder for us to-day that, though trial by 
jury had become the practice of the land during the second and third 
decades of the thirteenth century, it was not until the nineteenth that 
it became compulsory by law. Occasionally, especially during the 
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, men refused to put themselves on 
a jury of neighbours and were within their right in refusing the newer 
form of trial.® 

Of the remaining four pe cenes two had died before the sessions 
opened’ and two were not delivered for special reasons. The first of 
these, William de Foxton of Rothwell, claimed that he had been ac- 
quitted of his offence before Hugh Wake and his fellows, justices of gaol 
delivery. The record is extant showing that he was acquitted on Wed- 
nesday, 12th December 1313.8 The other, Walter le Hunte of Easton, 
was awaiting the king’s pardon of mercy. He had been indicted before 
the coroner for the death of an assailant whom he had killed in self- 
defence, following the malicious attack described in the roll.9 

It has already been shewn that only four of those indicted before 
the supervisors were brought before the justices of gaol delivery.!° The 


1 nos. G27(50), G32(84). 

2? nos. G25(46), G26(47). 

SOM Goo mol. dol. 

4no. G30. 

5 Pollock:and Maitland, ut supra, pp. 650-2 ; Holdsworth, History of English Law, 

vol. I, p. 327; J. Stephen, History of Criminal Law, vol. I, pp. 297-301. 

Pah he peine forte et dure was abolished by law in 1772. 

7 nos. G58, G60. 

8 no. G16, see G.D. 51, m. 23. 

eNO rd ie 
10 See above nn. I, 2. 
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majority of the others who came before them had been arrested following 
indictments made at other sessions, or on appeals, especially those made 
by approvers; only a small proportion were taken red handed or on 
suspicion. Of the twelve indictments made before the keepers of the 
peace six were for theft,! two for burglary,? one for arson,? one for 
receiving an approver+ and two for homicide.’ In both the last two 
cases the indicted had his writ de bono et malo.© The eight indictments 
for homicide made before coroners’ included one case of a death in self- 
‘defence for which this writ was with the justices.8 In three of the re- 
maining cases the description of the sessions where the presentment 
was made was omitted.9 Others were made before the sheriff,!° before 
John de Hastyngges’ seneschall,!! and before Robert de Potton, con- 
stable of the peace in the hundred of Willybrook.!2_ More than twenty 
people were appealed by seven approvers including one, Nicholas de 
Kenyngcourt, who pleaded clergy and was therefore handed over to 
the Master of the Hospital of St. John, deputy of the Bishop of Lincoln. 
Of the four people taken on suits for theft or robbery! only one was 
judged by his neighbours and in this case the goods were restored to the 
plaintiff, Sarah, widow of William of Barnwell.!* Four men, taken on sus- 
picion, were acquitted!® and four taken with goods, including a coiner of 
counterfeit money, were found guilty.!7 One was taken for burglary,!§ 
and one for receiving an approver.!9 


Trespass in its narrower sense, as contrasted with felony, and as 
used here, usually signifies wrong or damage done by violence, but not 
involving loss of life ; it may however include the taking of goods. In 
nine cases the indicted made fine at Northampton in August 1314 for 
presentments made at these sessions,?° in one case fine was made at Ayles- 
bury during the same month,?! in four at Northampton in January 1315.2? 
If the offender acknowledged his trespass before the supervisors he was 
discharged on making fine on the security of one or two pledges, but 
in three cases we learn that this fine was made to end the imprisonment 
imposed on those who acknowledged their trespass.?° All but two of 
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the seventy-four cases recorded on our roll include attacking by force 
and arms, beating, wounding or maltreating, or a combination of these, 
either as a general offence against the peace, or as one committed against 
a particular person at a given time and place. Often a two-fold charge 
was made ; for example that William the tailor had maltreated a certain 
John Smith and that he was a common or habitual (communts) offender, 
or an offender against the peace (contra pacem). Two presentments not 
included in this category were against certain persons who took fish 
from marshes and fish-ponds. These offenders were especially men- 
tioned in the commission to the supervisors. Both presentments belong 
to the sessions of August 1314. The first against Roger de Braybrok’, 
miller of Slapton, and Robert le Thresshere was made by the hundred 
of Towcester,! the second, against William le Mazon, by the triers of 
the whole county.2, Both were general in character, but in the second 
the fish-ponds of Simon of Fawsley were specially mentioned. 


The majority of these presentments of trespass end with the injunc- 
tion to the sheriff that he should attach the accused, that is, the accused 
was to give some security that he would attend the court when required. 
Procedure subsequent to the attachies is not described on the roll but 
failing the appearance of the indicted on publication of this writ, writs 
of distraint were issued when there were goods or lands by which distress 
could be made, and when there were none the attachment was followed 
directly by the three writs of cafias which would lead to ultimate out- 
lawry.? Fines, usually a fraction of a mark, were made by the offenders 
in fourteen cases or, if several persons were indicted for the same offence, 
by one or more of them. Fines for trespass were also made by nine men 
(including four chaplains and two parsons) whose offences are not des- 
cribed.5 It is not impossible that, like a certain Thomas atte Mulne,® 
they made fine on account of trespasses presented before the keepers 
of the peace. No person indicted of trespass who came before the super- 
visors was acquitted. 


The question of the relation of presentments of felony and of tres- 
pass is perhaps illustrated by the inclusion among the trespasses of two 
cases involving the carrying away of goods. In the first the value, as 
in many cases in this roll, was unspecified,” in the second, which included 
breaking into a house, it was over 140 shillings and in addition corn 
worth 60/. was taken.8 In neither of these cases was a general present- 
ment made. It is this fact and the omission of the word felonice that 
distinguishes this case from a similar one included among the felonies.® 


It was not, however, only presentments for breaches of the peace 
involving violence, personal loss or injury that the jurors made before 
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the justices. In sixteen hundreds they said that the watches had not 
been kept according to the Statute, that is according to the Statute of 
Winchester of 1285, whereby it was enacted that the watches were to 
be kept as in time past, that is from sunset until sunrise from Ascension 
until Michaelmas by sixteen men at every gate in every city, by twelve 
men in every borough and by four or six in every township.! There 
is evidence for Norfolk and Suffolk that the hundred was amerced for 
failure tc observe the watches,2 but there is none in the abbreviated 
Northamptonshire entries. A presentment for the breach of another 
chapter of the statute was made by the jurors of the hundred of Nassa- 
burgh when they said that Thomas de Goldesburgh had failed to clear? 
the wood lying by the side of the highway. 


Indictments against the sheriff and other officials, including the 
keepers of the peace, were to be made before the supervisors, but the men 
of Northamptonshire resembled those of most other counties from which 
records have survived, in remaining silent concerning any such offenders. 
Only in Norfolk and Suffolk is there evidence that wrongs and misdeeds 
of sheriffs and others were reviewed, but in these counties the sessions 
were held subsequent to the issue of the commissions concerning sheriffs 
of September 1314 and it is possible that the justices were sitting under 
‘the authority of the later commissions.® 


The second of the two classes of cases to be considered here are the 
actions of trespass brought by individual men against personal assailants. 
The rise of the action of trespass by force and arms (v1 et armis) was 
beginning in the last years of the reign of Henry III and throve until 
an action for damages seemed to be almost the only remedy offered by 
the common law.6 The basis of the action was a wrong done to the 
plaintiff in his body, his goods or his land ‘ by force and arms and against 
the king’s peace.’ In course of time these sonorous words became little 
better than a hollow sound; there was a trespass with force and arms 
if a man’s body, goods or land had been unlawfully touched. From 
this we may gather that the court had never taken very seriously the 
‘arms’ of the writ, nor fixed a minimum for the ‘force’ that would 
beget an action.’ 


The early stages in an action for trespass are not recorded on our 
roll. We learn only that judgements were given, that cases went by 
default or were discontinued by the plaintiffs. In the first group of 
these actions for damages, both plaintiff and defendant put themselves 
on a jury of the country (patria). If judgement was given in favour of 
the plaintiff he recovered his damages from the defendant on account 
of the injuries received. In twenty of the actions, damages of sums 
varying from twelve pence® to thirty pounds’? were awarded to compen- 
sate for violence against the person of the plaintiff or the taking of his 
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goods. The language used, though somewhat stereotyped, was not 
identical in every case. Thus the words ‘ by force and arms’ were not 
invariably included though the phrase contra pacem occurs each time. 


The defendant, in wronging the plaintiff, had also broken the king’s 
peace and therefore deserved the punishment of imprisonment. This 
should not be confused with the imprisonment of a person awaiting 
trial and we find that, as to-day, this punishment might be commuted 
on payment of a fine, that is the culprit was allowed to make an end 
(finem facere) of the matter by paying or finding security for a certain 
sum ofmoney. In theory a fine was a bargain that was made.! On the 
plea roll the Custodiatur which sent a man to gaol was followed at once 
by Finem fecit per unam marcam (or whatever the sum may have been) 
and then came the names of those who were pledges for the payment.2 
These fines were usually some fraction of a mark, half a mark, forty pence 
(a quarter of a mark) or twenty pence. 


The action had meant work for the officers of the court, especially 
for the clerks and the marshal,? and it was customary for them to receive 
fees paid out of the damages. The sums payable varied from one case 
to another, perhaps according to the amount of work involved.4 In 
one case the ‘ damages cleer ’5 were equal to the total sum of the damages,® 
in others there is no evidence of payment.? In twelve cases the jury 
of the patria did not award damages to the plaintiff but found that his 
plea was false, that the trespass had not been committed. The defen- 
dant was then released sine die, that is without a day given for his return ; 
but the plaintiff was amerced ten pence for bringing a false claim.8 The 
cancellation of this sum on the margin of the roll may be understood 
to mean that the amercement had been paid, but as there were no damages 
the clerks apparently received no payment for their labours, except 
perhaps the penny for every judicial writ they wrote.® 

If our roll is a fair sample it was not uncommon for a plaintiff to go 
through the preliminary stages of bringing an action and then not to 
prosecute the defendant, who was thereupon discharged sine die. Twenty- 
one of the actions before the justices ended in this way. The plaintiffs 
and their pledges for the prosecution in the twelve cases enrolled for the 
August sessions were in the king’s mercy for twenty pence,!° those in 
the following January for ten pence.!! 

Finally there are those cases in which the defendants did not answer 
when the plaintiff brought suit against them. The proceedings were 
therefore to be postponed until they could be brought before the justices. 
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The sheriff was ordered to distrain by all their lands those defendants 
who possessed them and to answer to the king concerning the issues. 
Those by whom they were attached were amerced ten pence. 
Twelve of the forty-two defendants who did not appear had nothing 
whereby they could be distrained,! and therefore the sheriff was ordered 
to take them and to keep them securely until their presence in court 
was required on one of three days specified on the roll. The defendants 
in the four cases enrolled on membrane 5 were to be produced on Satur- 
day, the feast of St. Bartholomew (24th August 1314), only four days 
after the action was brought into court.2, The day assigned in the nine 
cases enrolled on membrane 6° was Thursday, 2nd January 1315, the 
day of another session of the justices when further action was taken in 
two of the cases! while two others were postponed until Tuesday, 11th 
February 1315.° 


The true relation between action of trespass and indictment of 
trespass is still uncertain,® but our roll throws additional light on the 
subject. It is perhaps significant that approximately the same number 
of actions and presentments are recorded,’ and that there is a definite 
connection between several of them. Thus in August 1314 the jurors 
of the hundred of Polebroke presented that John son of Roger le Somy- 
nour beat Alice, wife of John Thyckers at Wadenhoe, against the peace. 
He was, therefore, to be attached. On2nd January 1315, John Thykhers 
and Alice, his wife, plaintiffs, did not proceed with their suit against 
John son of Roger le Somenour of Wadenhoe and were therefore in the 
king’s mercy. The jurors of Nassaburgh presented that William Lymbod 
beat and wounded Thomas Blome at Peterborough against the peace. 
Therefore he was to be attached.!° He was not in court when Thomas 
Blome brought suit against him on a plea of trespass and was therefore 
to be distrained to appear on 2nd January.!! Damages were to be paid 
to the plaintiffs by two defendants against whom the triers made present- 
ments. In the one case damages were awarded against Adam Ace, one 
of three defendants who, with others, made fine on account of trespasses 
presented by the triers.!2 In the second, it was alleged that Ralph of 
Drayton, a chaplain, and eight others, men of Lowick and Islip, by force 
and arms broke into the house of Adam of Waltham, parson of the church 
of Lowick, and took and carried away goods and chattels, including a 
bed and a cart with two horses, to the total value of 143s. 4d., and also 
gathered and took barley, rye and peas to the value of forty pounds. 
For this the sheriff was to attach them.'$ On 2nd January Adam of Walt- 
ham was awarded damages of thirty pounds against Ralph of Drayton 
and Thomas son of Robert le Lord of Lowick who had entered his house 
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by force and arms together with others on Wednesday, 19th August 
and who had taken goods and chattels valued at twenty pounds, a loss 
of thirty pounds to the parson.!. Though the wording of these present- 
ments is not identical with those of the corresponding actions, their 
similarity suggests the possibility that both may have had a common 
origin, perhaps in an informal petition or bill. 

The cases have thus far been considered for the light they throw 
on procedure in court, but now a few will be discussed in greater detail 
to show the connection between different types. The first pair to be 
noted here is interesting not only because it concerns one of the royal 
officials, William de Stokton, the king’s bailiff in the hundred of Corby, 
but also because it is an example of similar pairs of cases in which men 
accused each other. One bringing an action against an alleged assailant 
is awarded damages, the other bringing a similar action against the 
first, is amerced for a false plea. On 20th August William de Stokton 
brought a suit against a certain Richard of Wadenho who was in arrears 
in the payment of a twentieth, probably that granted in 1313, one 
moiety of which was due after Easter, and the other on 25th June 1314.3 
On Tuesday 18th June the bailiff went to the vill of Bulwick to distrain 
Richard because of his arrears and Richard resorted to force. A second 
time, on 10th August, he attacked the bailiff who claimed damages 
for sixty shillings which were awarded by the court and paid. Richard 
was committed to prison but made fine with the king. Yet he too felt 
that he had received injury and brought an action against the bailiff. 
The jurors however found that no trespass had been committed by 
William de Stokton on 18th June and Richard of Wadenho lost his 
suit and was thereupon amerced for ten pence. 

Several persons mentioned in the rolls were involved in more than 
two cases. Simon le Brewestere of Easton Maudit was perhaps often 
animated by his own ale, for he was party to six cases during the re- 
corded sessions. He is first mentioned as defendant in a suit begun 
by Ralph le Carpenter of Easton Maudit. Next we find him bringing 
a plea at the same sessions, on 20th August 1314, against the same Ralph 
by whom, he alleged, he had been attacked, receiving injury to the 
extent of half a mark. Ralph paid the damages and made fine for his 
imprisonment on the security of John le Low of Weston and William le 
Freman.> In the third case Ralph, again the plaintiff, brought suit 
against Simon on a plea of trespass, but Simon did not answer and was, 
therefore, attached, his pledges being the two men who had stood security 
for Ralph in the last case. He was to be distrained to be in court on 
24th August.6 Probably it was on this day that the plea was brought 
again, but Simon did not answer, his pledges (the same as in the previous 
case) were again amerced and the sheriff was ordered to distrain him 
and have him in court on 2nd January,’ but no further references to this 
action are found on the roll. 
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Simon, however, may have been hasty and quick in temper for a 
William le Freman, perhaps the pledge in the other cases, together with 
Isabel, his wife, brought a suit against Simon and Isabel, his wife. Not 
to be outdone, Simon and his wife brought a counter-plea, but neither 
party proceeded with their suit. All were amerced, and it is interesting 
to note that John le Low was one of the pledges for both parties.! 


Among the presentments for trespass made by the hundred of 
Huxloe on 20th August Anselm le Ferdelord appears as having beaten 
-Adam son of Nicholas of Irthlingborough, and Adam as having beaten 
Hugh le Ferdelord.? 


A presentment made by the triers reads that Robert Parys, chap- 
lain, Anselm Ferdelord, Adam Aze, Anselm Body, Geoffrey son of Roger 
Parys, and Richard Richer of Irthlingborough were to be attached as 
common beaters and breakers of the peace and especially for beating 
Adam son of Nicholas of Irthlingborough. All made fine, Anselm by 
five shillings and the others by sums of twenty or forty pence, the total 
being one mark.’ Against three of those presented above, Robert 
Parys, Adam Aze and Richard Richer, Adam son of Nicholas brought a 
plea on the same day, 20th August, alleging that they had attacked him 
on 30th June, doing him injury to the amount of two shillings, for which 
he claimed damages. The jurors found that Adam Aze alone was guilty ; 
he gave satisfaction to the party and commuted his imprisonment by 
making fine of forty pence. Adam son of Nicholas, was guilty of a 
false claim against the chaplain, Robert Parys, and Richard Richer 
and was therefore amerced forty pence.* 


Robert de Parys, the chaplain, was the next to bring a suit. The 
defendant was another native of Irthlingborough, Nicholas son of John, 
who was accused of taking and carrying away Robert’s goods and chattels 
to the value of twelve pence. Robert recovered his damages and Nicholas 
made fine on account of his imprisonment.® 


The last case to be discussed is of considerable legal interest because 
it shows that even at an early date the court appreciated the possibility 
of inevitable accident being a defence in trespass. In August 1314 
Thomas de Derby of Northampton brought an action of trespass against 
Hugh son of John of Stanford,® and Peter son of John Bonaventure. 
Peter was attached by John Bonaventure and Adam de Napton, and 
the sheriff was ordered to distrain him by all his lands, but Hugh was 
not found nor did he possess anything whereby he could be distrained 
and he was therefore to be taken. Both were to be in court on 2nd 
January 1315,7 but Peter was the sole defendant when the case came 
‘before the jury on that day. It was found then, that Peter and Hugh 
were playing after sunset with a cart wheel in Northampton on the high 
road (regia strata) and that Thomas, not knowing this, crossed the road 
before he could receive warning, was knocked down by the wheel, and 
broke his leg. The jurors were asked three questions to which their 
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answers are recorded. Asked if Peter and Hugh threw the wheel with 
malice and in order to injure Thomas, they said, no; asked if they saw 
Thomas coming between them, they said, yes ; asked if they had warned 
Thomas to keep out of the wheel’s course, they said, no.!_ These questions 
addressed to the jury nicely discriminate between unlawful intention 
and negligence, and show an understanding of the fact that disproof 
of both may be necessary before the defendant can be acquitted. Un- 
fortunately, however, no judicial ruling on the effect of the answers has 
been found.? The jurors at Northampton came to no conclusion as to 
the guilt or innocence of the wheel-throwers but they assessed damages, 
if any, at sixty shillings. 


SECTION II. 
THE KEEPERS’ ROLL oF 1320. 


The enrolment of the commission, of the writ to the sheriff and of 
the indictments made before the keepers of the peace in Northampton- 
shire in 1320 are recorded on one membrane of a roll of nine membranes. 
This roll comprises five distinct records, all connected with legal pro- 
ceedings in the county and belonging to the reigns of the three Edwards. 
The roll has now been remounted but its separate parts cannot have 
been brought together before the middle of the reign of Edward III, 
the period to which the membranes latest in date belong. Hf, as seems 
probable, the keepers’ roll was returned to Westminster, then the roll 
was probably put together in the office of the Exchequer. 


Before proceeding to a closer examination of the membranes con- 
nected with the keepers of the peace of 1320, it will be well to consider 
the roll as a whole. The first four membranes are possibly the sheriff’s 
copy of a coroner’s roll for the hundred of Rothwell, the cases recorded 
belonging to the years 29-33 Edward I and 1-9 Edward Il. During 
these periods J. de Buketon, H. Daundely, R. Kynne and R. de Veer 
were coroners and for nearly four years John de Wylughby was sheriff. 
There follows, as membrane 5 of our roll, the writ addressed to him and 
to William la Zouche of Haringworth, bidding them do their duty as 
keepers and send the names of those indicted before them to Westminster. 
Membrane 6 is the peace roll on which is recorded the names of those 
indicted at twoisessions held in August 1320. 


Membrane 7 takes us back to the last years of Edward I’s reign. 
It opens with a writ received at the county court held at Northampton 
on Tuesday, 30th December 1305 from John Botetourte and his fellows, 
commanding the sheriff to outlaw all those named in the writ if they 
did not give themselves up, and if they did, to take and imprison them 
until other orders were received. This enrolled writ is followed by a 
long list of those outlawed or imprisoned. The membrane concludes 
with the enrolment of further writs from John Botetourte who, in October 
1305, had been created justice of Trailbaston in eleven counties.4 The 
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record before us appears to be evidence of his activity in this capacity 
in Northamptonshire. 


The last two membranes are parts of independent records of a later 
date and need not detain us here. It is possible that the earlier mem- 
branes were returned to the exchequer after the death of John de 
Wylughby! into whose possession they probably came either during his 
shrievalty or while he was acting as keeper and supervisor of the peace. 


The commission of the peace of 18th June 1320, enrolled at the 
head of the record, and the additional writ to the keepers, dated 7th 
August 1320, have been described in an earlier chapter? and therefore 
we may now turn directly to the study of the two recorded sessions. 
The first was held at Northampton on Monday, 18th August 1320 and 
the second at Geddington on Sunday, 3lst August of the same year. 
From the enrolment of the writ to the sheriff we learn something of the 
first sessions. Only eleven hundreds,’ the town of Northampton and 
the three honors of Leicester, Peverel? and Winchester (called hundreds 
in the roll) were to be present. They were to be represented by fourteen 
discreet knights or other free men from each hundred and four men from 
each township, together with the chief constables (capitales constabulartt) 
and under-constables (swb constabularii) of the hundreds. There is 
evidence however only for the appearance of Fawsley and Sutton. The 
first was represented by thirteen, the other by twelve men, who swore 
to certain breaches of the peace and of the Statute of Winchester within 
their hundreds. Six of the hundreds on the east side of the shire 
appeared at Geddington :—Corby, Orlingbury, Rothwell, Willybrook, 
Huxloe and Polebrook. The only hundreds, therefore, not specified by 
name were Nassaburgh, Navisford® and Spelhoe. The first and second 
were within the liberty of Peterborough ; the borough of Northampton 
stands within the last. Perhaps no jurors came from these hundreds ; 
then the men who said that they knew nothing about the articles 
contained in the Statute and in the commission may have been those 
from the western hundreds who did not make presentments at North- 
ampton on 18th August.® 


Twenty-two separate presentments were made by the eight hundreds 
which appeared at the two sessions. Four were that watches were not 
kept according to the Statute of Winchester? and one that the view of 
arms was held but once a year instead of the statutory twice.8 In con- 
trast to the supervisors’ roll no distinction was drawn between present- 
ments of felony and those of trespass, but if we follow the division on 
the former roll it will be found that of the seventeen other presentments 
fourteen were probably felonies and only two, or perhaps three, tres- 
passes, while on the supervisors’ roll the trespasses outnumbered. 


1see above p. Xxill. 

2see above pp. XVii-XViil. 
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the felonies by more than two to one. Twelve of the indictments 
included the taking of goods,! in eleven cases by theft, in one by 
robbery.2 In five instances a general presentment accompanied the 
specific, and in one case the general was made alone.? Animals, especially 
horses, were taken, but there is one case of a shepherd stealing sheep.* 
In the presentments made by the hundreds of Sutton and Orlingbury 
the value of the property taken was given. Of the remaining present- 
ments two were of homicide,® one of general receiving,” one of beating® 
and one of maiming Robert le Carde, constable of Little Preston, whose 
leg was broken.? 

All those who were indicted were to be taken by the sheriff!® and 
imprisoned according to the terms of the commission, but the record 
concludes with the statement that no one had yet been arrested. There 
was little chance, therefore, of learning more about the cases from the 
king’s bench or gaol delivery rolls. A search through these records, 
however, was not in vain. On 30th December 1320 John de Wylughby 
and two others held a session to deliver the gaol of Northampton castle, 
and among those awaiting delivery was Hugh le Hosiere of Kettering who 
had been indicted by the hundred of Corby before the keepers of the 
peace at Geddington in the previous August.!! The indictment as en- 
rolled there shows that he had been taken for the death of Roger Chapman 
of Leicester, killed at Carlton in the wood of Hugh Prilly at Carlton, 
known as Brendewode. He came forward, had his writ quod st, 
pleaded not guilty, put himself on the jury of neighbours and was 
acquitted.!3 Soon, however, he was taken again, coming before the 
justices of gaol delivery together with three others in March 1321. The 
four men were accused by an approver of taking part with him in the 
robbery of a merchant near St. Ives, Huntingdonshire, in the spring 
of 1318.14 

No other references to those indicted before the keepers of the 
peace in August 1320 have been found, though evidence of the activity 
of the keepers at other times may be derived from the enrolments on 
gaol delivery rolls of presentments made before them.'5 


1nos. K4—-K7, K9-K12, K14, K15, K17, 20. 
Ow IS Za ; 


4no. IS. 

’nos. W4, 45) KG. K7) KIA, 

Snos. K3, K8. 

7no. K16. 

HOM 

®no. KZ. 
10 John de Wytlebury, List of Sheriffs, p. 92. 
11no. KS. 
12 Probably the writ de bono et malo, see above p. xli, n. 6. 
18G.D. 51, m. 39. 
DAG lm ao Alb were acquitted, 
‘> ee ibid, “mim, 3/d, 39, 40. 
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CHAPTER. | IV. 
CONCLUSION. 


| Though the county of Northampton is fortunate in having both a 
roll of the keepers of the peace and of their supervisors for the reign of 
Edward II, one cannot help regretting that the two rolls cannot be 
used more closely for a comparative study of the working of the system 
of keepers and supervisors, yet their existence for years not widely sepa- 
rated in date, gives one an opportunity, at present unique, to contrast 
the powers of these two groups of commissioners, both precursors of the 
justices of the peace. The supervisors of 1314-15, as those of 1326, 
were justices before whom not only could presentments be made but 
before whom these could be and were determined. Moreover, at their 
sessions private persons could bring actions for damages against defen- 
dants, by whom, they alleged, they had been wronged. Even if it were 
necessary to clarify the powers of the supervisors and to extend them to 
cover all persons already in custody as is shewn by the issuing of gaol 
delivery commissions, it does not appear that this was needed for the 
fulfilment of their duties as outlined in the original commission. In 
contrast to the variety of process shewn on the supervisors’ roll—the 
making and determining of presentments and the various procedure 
connected with the action of trespass—the keepers’ roll is limited to 
groups of presentments, only one of which was determined before justices 
of gaol delivery.! A search through king’s bench rolls for several terms 
following each session has yielded no case of the hearing or determining 
presentments made before these keepers nor before the supervisors of 
1314. The small proportion of the indictments determined before the 
supervisors, either at their sessions held under the commission of 18th 
June 1314, or at the gaol delivery sessions, raises the question of the 
meaning of the many presentments found in English medieval records, 
for the majority went unanswered ; men were outlawed, or if they put 
themselves on a jury were almost always acquitted. Perhaps it is sig- 
nificant therefore of a special effort to put the machinery for the preser- 
vation of the internal peace of the realm into action, that of the eleven 
presentments of felony determined before the Northamptonshire super- 
visors in August 1314 and January 1315 only three were acquittals 
and of the total number of those indicted for trespass about one-third 
made fine.? 


If we wish to visualize the proceedings of the sessions held before 
the keepers and supervisors and to reconstruct the courts as they would 
have appeared to contemporaries, the rolls give us little assistance. 
From the enrolment of the writs to the sheriff certain groups were to be 
summoned, but we do not know how many of these were actually present, 
or if they were represented by some of their number. From the enrolment 


1 See above p. 1. 


2 For proceedings at Quarter Sessions in the Seventeenth Century compare Quarter 
Sessions Records, ed. Joan Wake, N.R.S., vol. I. 
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of the damages assessed in 1314 and 1315 we learn that payments 
were sometimes made to the clerks, to the marshal and to the crier, 
but little about these officials is known. Was Bornevill’ perhaps the 
chief clerk? By analogy with rolls of the courts of King’s Bench and 
Common Pleas his name, written at the foot of the probable final mem- 
brane of the roll of 1314-16, should be that of a clerk. But if so, was he 
connected only with the sessions of gaol delivery ? Was he a native of 
the county ? Was his position comparable to that of the clerk of the 
peace, or was he personally attached to one of the justices, perhaps 
Spigurnel ?!_ Questions such as these unfortunately remain unanswered. 

There is evidence, on the other hand, about the personnel of the 
jurors. The names of those who made presentments before the keepers 
in 1320 are enrolled together with the presentments made by them. 
The supervisors’ roll opens with lists of the jurors of each hundred and 
it seems probable that they also were presenting jurors. A comparison 
of the names in the two rolls shows that some of the jurors of 1314 were 
probably still acting in the same capacity in 1320, that is some of the 
same names appear in both rolls, for we cannot be certain that similar 
names belong to one person or two, or even that one person does not 
appear under two names, perhaps as juror in different hundreds. Thus: 
a William Aunger was a juror in Orlingbury hundred in both years, 
a Gilbert Warde in Willybrook. There was a John Bordoun in Rothwell 
in 1314, a John Burdoun in 1320, and a John Bardoun of Winwick in 
Polebrooke hundred in the same year. Was this one man only, or were 
there two or even three? Reginald Bryan juror in Willybrook in 1314 
was probably the Reginald Brian of Wadenhoe active in the same capacity 
in 1320, and the list could be extended. This question of the significance 
of names becomes a serious barrier against further evidence of the activity 
of jurors and others whose names occur in the rolls. If we limit ourselves 
to the earlier one we find names in other parts of it that may corres- 
pond to those of the jurors. Adam of Teeton of Ravensthorpe was 
among the jurors of Nobottlegrove ; Adam of Teeton stood surety for 
Richard Knyght’ of Ravensthorpe ;2 William Spayne of Wadenhoe, 
the juror for Polebrooke, was probably the William de Spayne of Waden- 
hoe, pledge for the prosecution of the suit of John Thykhers of Oundle 
and Alice, his wife. William de Stoketon, bailiff of the hundred of Corby 
was perhaps the only bailiff to bring an action for damages before the 
supervisors for injury received while pursuing his duties,4 but the hundred 
of Nobottlegrove presented that Roger son of Thomas atte Halle of 
Murcott and Robert, his brother, beat Ralph of Finedon, the bailiffs 
while the jurors of the town of Northampton said that William of Weldon 
(perhaps the juror for Orlingbury hundred) and Walter of Stratford 
were attacked while keeping the watch.® 

If we look beyond our rolls more may be learned about some of the 
people named in them, though even after extensive research the sum 
of the facts gathered would probably be small. Certain names, however, 


1 No evidence has been found to show that he could have been a filacer in the Court 
of King’s Bench or Common Pleas. 

Snow Zo, 

3no. 199. 

4 See above p. xlvi. He was also a juror in 1320. 

Snow Clea. 

®no. 85, one of the three indicted afterwards made fine, see no. 203. 
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belong to men who have left some record of their lives, such as Henry 
de Bray of Harlestone, the writer of the Estate Book, who at the time 
of the sessions of August 1314 would have been about forty-five years 
of age.! The names of other jurors occur in the Book, especially to be 
noted is that of Robert le Dyve who was probably the uncle of Alice 
de Bray.2, Thomas de Bray of Harlestone who was involved in an en- 
counter at Dallington by night? probably belonged to another branch 
of the family. Further names including those of John de Wydevill? 
(or Woodville), Robert de Vere, Robert Mauntel of Hartwell appear 
among the tenants-in-chief in the inquest of 1316,5 and others in Henry 
of Pytchley’s Book of Fees.® 

If we look through the list of all the names enrolled, one point stands 
out as significant, namely the lack of occupational names among the jurors 
as compared with those among the men who were indicted or accused, 
or who brought actions. Thus among the jurors names such as Robert le 
Taillour and William le Mercer in Guilsborough hundred, Henry le 
Garlecmongere, Thomas le Spicer and Ralph le Spicer in the borough of 
Northampton, are exceptional, but among the accused and the plaintiffs 
there are many names such as Bakere, Fowelere, Saltere and 
Whylewrighte,’? names throwing light.on many occupations necessary 
for the life of the communities of which those known by them were 
members. They do not, however, necessarily show the occupation of 
their owners and some may already have become hereditary surnames. 
Sometimes the addition of an occupational name is given, thus Nicholas 
Tyard of Brackley was a tanner,’ John Bere a woolmonger® and John 
Shayl and Richard le Botiller were butchers.? Sometimes it seems 
almost certain from the cases in which the names occur that those known 
by them were exercising the profession described, thus William le Puleter 
probably urged his daughter to steal the chickens needed for his trade.!° 
Other names are in process of formation, thus John, son of Sybil, appears 
also as John Sybbeson.!! 

If we wish to go further and discover more of the social and economic 
life of which the feuds, quarrels and crimes described in these rolls form 
but a small part we are soon hindered by lack of evidence. Even on 
the subject of the values and prices of ordinary household goods, farm 
tools and animals our evidence is meagre, insufficient for a comparison 
to be possible between the values of these and of the sums paid in damages, 
or in fines and amercements. 

Compared with the rolls of the central courts our rolls are untechnical, 
for the jurors paid little attention to the value of stolen property, or 
to the place where it was taken, often even to its kind. Their main 
interest was the fact of a breach of the peace, for, as has already been 
shown, a general indictment was sufficient to condemn aman. These 
rolls are important, therefore, as illustrating two related experiments in the 
administration of justice, experiments that led ultimately, after several 
setbacks, to the development of the institution of the justice of the peace. 


4ed. D. Willis, Camden Third Series, vol. X XVII, pp. ix—x. 

“400d. p. 137. Sno. 1524, 1o2b. 

4 John de Wydevill’ was probably a direct ancestor of Queen Elizabeth Woodville. 
5 Feudal Aids, vol. IV, pp. 19-30. 

Sed. W. T. Mellows, N.R.S., vol. IT. Sno. G40. 

? For a complete list see Index of Names. 10 no. G47, 

8 no. G38. 11 nos. 63, 102. 


ROLL OF THE SUPERVISORS FOR THE COUNTY 


[M. 1.] 


Electores 


Electores 


Electores 


HUNDREDUM DE HEGHAM 


Ne 


OF NORTHAMPTON, 1314—16.! 


Johannes de Bonyngton’ balliuus 


-“Robertus de Begeworth’ de Eketon 

- Johannes filius Hugonis le Lou de Eston’ 
- Willelmus filius Reginaldi Bynetheton’ 

- Willelmus Boynacre de Wolaston’ 

- Rogerus filius Roberti de Welaxton’ 

- Rogerus filius Roberti de Bosgate 


Henricus Edward de Ryngstede 


- Ricardus Swetbon de Irencestr’ 


Adam Archebaud de Stanewygg’ 


‘UL: Robertus de Flours de Irencestr’ 


- Johannes Hamond de Stanewygg’ 


Thomas de Formens de Raundes 


HUNDREDUM DE SPELHO 


Ne 


Thomas de Cruce Balliuus 
Willelmus le Jeuene de Sprotton’ 


- Henricus Randolf’ de Boketon’ 

- Thomas de Northf’ de eadem 

- Simon Flemyng’ de eadem 

- Henricus Freman de Pisford’ 

- Johannes super Montem de Multon 


Johannes de Scaldeford de eadem 
Simon Barry de Byllyng’ 
Willelmus filius Willelmi de Weston’ 


‘\L: Henricus de Boketon’ in Pisford’ 


HUNDREDUM DE ORLYNGBER’ 


uf 
q 


- Gilbertus Barry de Byllyng’ 
- Philippus Russel de Abyndon’ 


| ORLINGBURY | 


Thomas de Cruce Balliuus 
Ricardus de Malesle 


- Willelmus Knyght 
- Willelmus Aunger 
- Robertus de Waldegraue 


Thomas Freman 


- Thomas Gaugy 
- Ricardus Jurdan 
- Gilbertus le Dyue 


Willelmus de Raundes 
Philippus Gaugy 


- Simon le Blount 
- Willelmus de Weldon’ 


P.O. justices Hinerant 1, 628. 
2 These dots appear on the roll either against or above the name. 
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[HIGHAM FERRERS| 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


See Introduction 


HUNDREDUM DE CLEYLE 


Electores [ 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE SESSIONS ROLLS 


[CLEYLEY | 
Johannes de Wydeuill’ Balliuus 


- Ricardus atte Halle de Holecote 


Ricardus de Warewyk’ 


- Johannes filius Johannis de Couesgraue 
- Jacobus Archer de Aldrynton’ 

- Henricus de Wydeuill’ de Grafton’ 

- Hugo filius Hugonis de Shetelhangr’ 


Willelmus atte More 
Johannis Svetecok’ de Couesgraue 
Johannes Barneuill’ senior 


‘UL: Johannes le Lestre de Esteston’ 


Robertus Mauntel de Hertwell’ 


- Robertus le Taillour de Pyrye 


HUNDREDUM DE ROTHEWELL’ 


Electores 4 


HUNDREDUM DE NORTON’ 


Electores { 


HUNDREDUM DE GILDESBURGH’ 


Radulfus le Clerk Balliuus 
Johannes Edward 

Johannes de Tyffeld’ 

Walterus filius Henrici de Draghton’ 


- Robertus de Neuton 

- Robertus Bakoun 

- Robertus Redel 

- Robertus de Arthyngworth’ 


Ricardus de Noubotll’ 
Simon de Keylmersh’ 
Simon Mallorre 
Elias le Whyte 


- Johannes Bordoun 


[(GREENSNORTON | 
Johannes Crips Balliuus 

Johannes Faber de Slapton 

Thomas de Maydeford 


- Willelmus de Donecote 


Matheus de Rodeston’ 
Alanus de Hay 


- Henricus Ernald’ 
- Walterus del Aune 
- Ricardus del Aune 


Galfridus Phelipp’ 
Ricardus Blundel’ 
Johannes de Hay 
Simon de Snokescumbe 


Willelmus de Cotes Balliuus 
Willelmus Godrych de Welletord’ 
Willelmus filius Simonis de Cotesbrok’ 


- Robertus de Gildesburgh’ clericus 


Johannes filius Simonis de Creton 
Thomas de la Hoese 


| GUILSBOROUGH | 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Electores 
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- Johannes Herberd de Westhaddon’ 


Simon Freman de Cotesbrok’ 
- Robertus le Taillour 
jf: Johannes de Parles de Watford’ 


[. Simon de Lyndeseye?'] 
- Johannes de Creton’ 
- Willelmus le Mercer 


HUNDREDUM DE NEUBOTLEGROUE. 


‘L. Robertus (obiit') le Dyue de Holewelle 
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Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


[NOBOTTLE GROVE | 


Electores f 


Radulfus de Thynden’ Balliuus 
Adam de Tekne de Rauenesthorp’ 


- Simon Irney de Olthorp’ 

- Thomas de Stanton de Clifton’ 
- Ricardus de Camera de Flore 

- Ricardus de Muscote de Flore 
- Thomas Boterenz de Whelton’ 


Petrus de Welles de Haldenby 


- Johannes de Couele de eadem 


Henricus de Bray de Herleston’ 


‘\. Ricardus Glazoun - 


- Hugo Flemyng’ 
- Nicholaus de Bleseworth’ 


HUNDREDUM DE WARDON’ 


Electores ff 


Robertus {blank} Balliuus 


- Hugo Frankeleyn de Byffeld’ 


Johannes Felice de Botyndon’ 


- Willelmus de Stauerton’ de Hynton 
- Robertus le Porter de Byfield 
- Philippus Bertyn de Sulgraue 


Ricardus Forneys de Wardon’ 
Johannes Bokeruill’ de Botyngdon’ 
Johannes Laurence de eadem 
Henricus Reynband de Stonton 


‘UL: Johannes Basset de Wodeford’ 


HUNDREDUM DE FALWESLE 


- Hugo filius Johannis de Sulgraue 
- Radulfus filus Willelmi de Sulgraue 


Adam Cut Balliuus 


- Johannes Werrour de Drayton’ 
- Rogerus atte Grene de Newenham 
- Galfridus atte Halle de Dauentre 


Ricardus de Haldenby de Prestone 


- Willelmus Sampson de Beruby 

- Radulfus Dolfyn de Newenham 

- Simon atte Halle 

- Thomas clericus de Lychebarweu 
Electores Be 


Johannes Ibberd de Faluesle 


- Johannes de Leyre de Berugheby 
- Nicholaus le Jeuene de Euerdon’ 
- Johannes Richard de Beruby 


, 


(FAWSLEY | 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
jJuratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
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HUNDREDUM DE WYMERSLE 


HUNDREDUM DE AUNFORDESHO 


- Johannes de Tame Balliuus 
- Johannes le Bakere 


Ranulfus de Cugho 
Henricus Aboueton’ de Grendon’ 


- Henricus de Aula de Cotene 
- Johannes le Noreys 


Walterus Megermeyn 
Johannes le Freman de Essheby 


- Rogerus de Medburn’ 
Electores A 


Ricardus de Beseuill’ 
Robertus de Byfeld’ [eger'] 


- Simon de Braunfeld’ 


Johannes Merfleyt 


Johannes de Tame Balliuus 


- Robertus Bate de Wendlyngburgh’ 
- Nicholaus Freman de Dodyngton’ 
- Robertus Steer de Wendlyngburgh’ 


Johannes Pollard de Herdwyk’ 


- Johannes de Thorp de Dodyngton’ 

- Johannes Dauid de Barton’ 

- Robertus filius Stephani 

- Galfridus Clericus de Assheby 
Electores : 

4: Johannes Thurkyl 

- Henricus clericus de Wylughby 
- Willelmus in the Hurne 


Thomas de Dodyngton’ 


HUNDREDUM DE SUTTON’ 


Electores { . 


Edmundus de Hetherynton’ Balliuus 


- Radulfus filius Radulfi de Wappenham 
- Johannes le Knyght 


Petrus le Gras 
Johannes Toy 
Willelmus Le Brut’ 


- Johannes le Mareschal’ 


Thomas de Gretteworth’ 
Willelmus de Astwell’ 
Simon le Whyte 
Johannes de Lodbrok’ 


- Thomas Lucas 


Rogerus Flekeman 


VILLATA DE BRACKELE 


Ricardus de Brackele Balliuus 
Laurencius Home 

Ricardus Svet 

Willelmus Person 

Simon Le Ken 

Robertus le Ryche 


[HAMFORDSHOE | 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Electores { 


THE SUPERVISORS’ ROLL, 1314-16 


Thomas Irento 


- Robertus Soudan [ov Sondan] 
- Johannes le Bere 


Rogerus Hardel’ 
Robertus de Coleworth’ 
Ricardus le Wyse 
Alexander de Luyton’ 


HUNDREDUM DE CORBY 


Electores { 


HUNDREDUM DE WYLYNGBROK’ 


Willelmus de Stocton’ Balliuus 


- Johannes Olyuer de Rokyngham 


Willelmus le Hay de Sutton’ 


- Henricus de Houtot de Stoke 

- Willelmus Chobelot de Stoke 

- Ricardus Confort de Boughton’ 

- Stephanus Sydrak’ de Middelton’ 

- Rogerus Sydrak’ de Acle 

- Willelmus filius Petrus de Kyrkeby 


Willelmus Aunger de Weston’ 
Hugo Aleyn de Sutton’ 


- Willelmus de Deen 


Johannes Basset de Acle 


Petrus atte Halle Balliuus 
Adam Aumbre 

Johannes Gurle 

Ricardus de Cruce 
Rogerus Aubrey 

Gilbertus Warde 
Gilbertus Partrik’ 

Petrus Daffyn 


- Willelmus in le Wro 
Electores ff: 


Simon Barneuill 


UL: Reginaldus Bryan 


HUNDREDUM DE TOUCESTR’ 


Electores { 


Simon Svetman 
Robertus le Clerk de Dodyngton’ 


Johannes Elys Balliuus 
Johannes Giles 
Nicholaus de Pyrie 
Thomas Possel 

Ricardus Kyng’ 
Willelmus de Foxle 
Johannes filius Radulfi 
Philippus Aleyn 
Robertus de Lycheberwe 
Ricardus de Foxle 
Johannes le Porter 
Jordanus Bere 

Radulfus de Brandeston’ 


| WILLIBROOKE | 


| TOWCESTER | 


~~ 


o 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
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(M. 1d.] Lrsertas Bure SANCTI PETRI. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE SESSIONS ROLLS 


[THE LIBERTY 


BOROUGH | 
HUNDREDUM DE POKEBROK’ 


Nassus BuRGI 


HUNDREDUM DE HOKESLOWE 


VILLATA DE THYNDEN’ 


Hugo de Vndele Balliuus 


- Robertus de Narforde 
- Willelmus Spayne de Wadenho 
- Willelmus filius Ricardi de Vndle 
- Robertus filius Gilberti de Vndle 
- Willelmus filius Johannis de Vndle 
- Johannes Chamberleyn de Wynewyk’ 
- Henricus filius Roberti de Lyueden’ 
- Robertus Wyuill’ de Lyueden’ 
Electores ; 
A Robertus de Stoke 
- Johannes Cardoun 
- Radulfus filius Andree de Lyueden’ 


Walterus Grymbald 


[N ASSABOROUGH | 
Johannes de Merle Balliuus 


- Willelmus Cordel 
- Johannes Godwyne 
- Willelmus de Kendale 


Willelmus Adam de Marham 


- Henricus Wake de Leham 
- Ricardus Le Fowelere 
- Rogerus Payn 
- Willelmus Teyt 
Electores . 
- Walterus atte Cherche 
- Robertus Vnderwode 
- Galfridus filius Radulfi 


Thomas Cocus 


[HUXLOE] 


Stephanus Shadwe Balliuus 
Henricus de Grafton de Aldwyncle 


- Thomas Curson de Craneford’ 


Robertus le Palmer’ 


- Ricardus Scryueyn 

- Radulfus filius Willelmi de Cranford’ 
- Henricus de Haddon’ 

- Antonius de Sudburgh’ 

- Oliuerus de Nowers 


Electores { . 


Galfridus de Beaumeys 
Robertus de Lufwyk’ 
Simon Gralent 
Warinus de Wauton’ 


[FINEDON | 


Willelmus! filius Henrici de Thynden’ 
Willelmus Hyldes 


OF PETER- 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 
Juratus 


Juratus 
Juratus 


1 [wo or more words are erased in the line above, probably the name of the bailiff. 


THE SUPERVISORS ROLL, 1314-16 


Thomas Vpe Weye 
Radulfus filius Radulfi 
Ricardus Freman 
Johannes de Haroden’ 


~ Robertus Lucas 


Electores { 


Ricardus Knyght 
Robertus de Barkeston’ 
Petrus Clericus 
Walterus filius Nicholai 
Simon Hardy 


BurRGUS NORHAMPTON’ 


Electores { . 


Henricus le Garlecmongere balliuus 


- Elias de Thorp 

- Bartholomeus Reyner 
- Thomas de Kyrkeby 

- Johannes le Weydour 
- Willelmus Le Sotele 

- Henricus le Weston’ 

- Philippus de Caysho 


Thomas le Spicer 
Thomas de Leycestr’ 
Radulfus le Spicer 


- Thomas de Haddon’ 
- Walterus Cokyn 


TRIATORES COMITATUS NORHT’ 


Miles 
Miles 
Miles 
Miles 
Miles 
Miles 
Miles 
Miles 


Electores . 
- Willelmus de Sancto Germano 


- Philippus Le Low 


Walterus filius Roberti de Dauentr’ 
Ricardus le Chamberleyn 


- Robertus de Hotot 
- Johannes de Tolthorp’ 


Henricus de Deen 
Robertus de Wauncy 
Robertus de Veer 
Henricus de Tychemersh’ 
Willelmus Broun 
Willelmus Jurdan 


Ricardus de Doseburgh’ 


- Johannes de Arderne 


Petrus Vyncent’ 
Willelmus le Vyneter 
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[M.2.| PracirA CORONE APUD NORHAMPTON’ CORAM HENRICO 
SPIGURNEL JOHANNE PEYURE WALTERO DE MOLESWORTH’ 
ET JOHANNE DE WYLUGHBY JUSTICIARIIS DOMINI REGIS AD 
DIUERSAS FELONIAS ET TRANSGRESSIONES IN COMITATU NORHT’ 
AUDIENDAS ET TERMINANDAS ASSIGNATIS DIE MARTIS PROXIMA 
POST FESTUM ASSUMPCIONIS BEATE MARIE ANNO REGNI REGIS 
EDWARDI FILII REGIS EDWARDI OCTAUO. SPIGURNEL 


Pleas of the Crown at Northampton before Henry Spigurnel, 
John Peyure, Walter de Molesworth and John de Wylughby, Justices 
of the lord King assigned to hear and determine divers felonies 
and trespasses in the county of Northampton on Tuesday next 
after the feast of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary, in the eighth 
year of the reign of King Edward son of King Edward [20th August 
1314] 


[Marg. Norht’| Edwardus dei gracia Rex Anglie Dominus Hibernie 
et Dux Aquitanie dilectis et fidelibus suis Henrico Spigurnel Johanni 
Peyure Waltero de Molesworth. et Johanni de Wylugby salutem. Sciatis 
quod cum nos nuper ex clamosa insinuacione populi regni nostri intelli- 
gentes quod postquam iter nostrum arripuimus uersus partes Scocie ad 
rebellionem. et Maliciam Scotorum. inimicorum et rebellium nostrorum 
cum dei adiutorio reprimendum. videlicet post diem dominicam in ramis 
palmarum proximo preteritam tam Milites quam alij diuersi malefac- 
tores et pacis nostre perturbatores se in diuersis Comitatibus regni nostri 
adinuicem confederantes. et conuenticulas et alias congregaciones illicitas 
tam die quam de nocte facientes. [szc] tam infra libertates quam extra va- 
gantur et discurrunt homines in Ciuitatibus. Burgis et aliis locis publicis et 
priuatis verberantes. ac eciam vulnerantes. et quosdam ex illis nequiter 
interficientes. et quosdam membris. mutilantes . necnon depredaciones 
incendia et alia dampna. quam plurima perpetrantes et insuper parcos 
nostros et fidelium nostrorum frangentes. et in eis sine licencia nostra. 
et eorum fidelium nostrorum fugantes. ferasque in eisdem capientes et 
asportantes et sub colore illo. in quosdam fedeles [sc] nostros. ex odij 
fomite preconcepto graues vindictas sepius excercentes. in pacis nostre 
lesionem. et terrorem populi nostri manifestum. super quibus per custodes 
pacis nostre in Comitatibus regni nostri. vel per vicecomites. aut alios 
ministros nostros remedium non apponitur vt deberet. assignauimus 
quosdam dilectos et fideles nostros ad dictam pacem nostram. necnon 
ad statutum dudum apud Wynton’. de communi consilio [dicti'] regni. 
per conseruacionem pacis eiusdem editum. in omnibus et singulis arti- 
culis in eodem statuto contentis. in Comitatibus. Buk’. Bed’. Norht’. 
et Rotel’. custodienda et seruanda. et ad inquirendum per sacramentum 
proborum et legalium Hominum de Comitatibus predictis. per quos rei 
veritas melius sciri posset. tam infra lhbertates quam extra quociens 
expedire viderent de felonibus feloniis. transgressoribus et transgressioni- 
bus huiusmodi plenius veritatem. et ad omnes huiusmodi malefactores. et 
pacis nostre perturbatores. et felones. ac eciam alios quoscumque contra 
formam statuti predicti delinquentes. quos per huiusmodi inquisicionem 
culpabiles inuenirent. vel de quibus notoria suspicio haberetur de villa 
in villam. de Hundredo in Hundredum. et de patria in patriam viriliter 
insequendos arestandos et capiendos per vicecomites nostros Comitatuum 
illorum. et in prisonis nostris saluo custodiri faciendos. Ita quod ab 


THE SUPERVISORS’ ROLL, 1314-16 9 


eisdem nullo modo deliberentur sine mandato nostro speciali. Nos de 
omnibus et singulis felonibus et transgressoribus huiusmodi. qui per 
huiusmodi inquisiciones de felonits et transgressionibus huiusmodi. rec- 
tati vel indictati. aut alio modo post diem predictam culpabiles inuenti 
fuerint. vel inposterum inueniri contigerit celeris iusticie complementum 
fieri cupientes. Assignauimus. vos. omnes. tres vel duos vestrum. quorum 
vos. prefate Henrice vnum esse volumus Justiciarios nostros ad inquiren- 
dum. si necesse fuerit per sacramentum. proborum et legalium Hominum 
de Comitatibus predictis per quos rei ueritas melius sciri poterit. tam 
infra libertates quam extra. de felonibus. feloniis. transgressoribus trans- 
gressionibus Huiusmodi post diem supradictam factis. et de facto et 
diligencia. Custodum pacis nostre. predictorum. et de gestu vicecomitum 
nostrorum Comitatuum predictorum in hac parte plenius veritatem. 
et ad ipsos custodes et vicecomites secundum sua demerita. puniendos. 
ac eciam. ad inquirendum similiter de malefactoribus. et pacis nostre 
perturbatoribus. qui tam de nocte quam de die in stagnis et viuariis 
nostris et eorumdem fidelium nostrorum piscati sunt. et piscem inde 
contra voluntatem nostram. et fidelium nostrorum predictorum post 
diem predictum ceperunt et asportauerunt. et ad debitum Justicie com- 
plementum de felonibus feloniis. transgressoribus et transgressionibus 
huiusmodi tam videlicet ad sectam nostram. quam aliorum quorum- 
cumque se conqueri volencium faciendum. et ad felonias et transgres- 
siones. omnes et singulas supradictas. audiendas et terminandas secun- 
dum legem et consuetudinem regni nostri. Et ideo vobis mandamus. 
quod ad certos dies et loca. quos vos omnes. tres. vel duo vestrum. quorum 
vos prefate Henrice vnum esse volumus ad hoc prouideritis premissa 
omnia et singula expleatis in forma predicta. Facturi inde quod ad 
Justiciam pertinet. secundum legem et consuetudinem regni nostri. 
saluis nobis amerciamentis. et aliis ad nos inde spectantibus. Man- 
dauimus enim vicecomitibus nostris Comitatuum predictorum quod 
ad certos dies et loca quos vos omnes. tres vel duo vestrum quorum 
vos prefate Henrice vnum esse volumus. eis scire faciatis. venire faciat 
coram vobis. omnibus. tribus. vel duobus vestrum. quorum vos prefate 
Henrice vnum esse volumus. omnes felones et transgressores qui per 
huiusmodi inquisiciones de feloniis. et transgressionibus huiusmodi 
rectati. vel indictati. aut alio modo post diem predictam culpabiles 
inuenti fuerint et post modum inueniri contigerit. et si necesse fuerit 
tot et tales probos et legales homines tam infra libertates quam extra. 
per quos rei veritas impremissis omnibus et singulis melius sciri poterit 
et inquiri In cuius rei testimonium has litteras nostras fieri fecimus 
patentes. Teste me ipso apud Berewycum super twedam xvijj. die Julij.! 
anno regni nostri septimo. 


HUNDREDUM DE HEGHAM. [HIGHAM FERRERS] 

1. (Marg. transgressiones.| Juratores presentant quod Nicholaus 
Le Feure de Catteworth’ . et Willelmus filius Dulcis Chapelyn de Cat- 
worth . vi et armis fregerunt quoddam sequestrum quod Laurencius 
balliuus de Heygham fecerat ad domum ipsius Nicholai apud Hare- 
graue per preceptum domini Regis . et bona in eadem domo existencia 
asportauerunt etc. Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos etc. 


The jurors present that Nicholas le Fevre of Catworth and William, son 
of Douce Chapelyn of Catworth, by force and arms broke a sequestration 


18th July, 1314. Thisis an error for 18th June ; see Introduction pp. xiv, xxxvi. 
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which Laurence bailiff of Higham (Ferrers) had made to the house of the same 
Nicholas at Hargrave by order of the lord king, and carried away goods which 
were in the same house etc. Therefore let the sheriff attach them etc. 

2. Item presentant quod vigilie non sub [sic] obseruate . Ideo 


etc. 
Also they present that the watches are not observed. Therefore etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE SPELHO 
3. Juratores presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate Ideo 
ele. 


HUNDREDUM DE ORLYNGB’. [ORLINGBURY] 

4. |{Marg. felonie] Juratores presentant quod Johannes Mile de 
Broughton’ est latro . vaccarum apud Grafton’ et communis latro etc. 

5. Willelmus Byd de Pysteslee est latro equorum in Pyghteslee 
et communis latro 

6. Radulfus Byd de Pyghteslee . est latro equorum in Pyghteslee 
et communis latro. 

7. Radulfus filius Thome de Isham est latro bouum in Geytinton’ 
et communis latro. 

Ideo ipsi capiantur. Et vicecomes testatur quod predicti Johannes 
et alij non sunt inuenti . [set subtraxerunt se‘] et male creduntur . Ideo 
exigantur et vtlagentur .etc. Catalla eorum nulla. [marg. exigantur et 
vtlagentur | 


The jurors present that John Mile of Broughton is a thief of cows at 
Grafton! and a common thief etc.; William Byd of Pytchley is a thief of 
horses at Pytchley and a common thief; Ralph Byd of Pytchley is a thief 
of horses at Pytchley and a common thief; Ralph son of Thomas of Isham 
is a thief of oxen at Geddington and a common thief. Therefore let them be 
taken. And the sheriff bears witness that the aforesaid John and the others 
have not been found but withdrew themselves and are of ill repute. There- 
fore let them be exacted and outlawed etc. Chattels none. 


HUNDREDUM DE CLEYLE’. [CLEYLEY] 

8. (Marg. transgressio] Juratores presentant quod Hugo filius 
Hugonis de Rode verberauit Johannam filiam Roberti le Ster de Asshe 
apud Rode contra pacem et quod est communis verberator etc. Ideo 
vicecomes attachiet eum . Postea idem Hugo venit et cognouit pre- 
dictam transgressionem etc. et fecit finem . per. xld. per plegium Johannis 
de Twyford. [marg. finis. xl.d] 

The jurors present that Hugh son of Hugh of Roade beat Joan daughter 
of Robert le Ster of Ashton, at Roade, against the peace, and that he is a com- 
mon beater etc. Therefore let the sheriff attach him. Afterwards the same 
Hugh came and acknowledged the aforesaid trespass, etc. and made fine by 
40d. on the surety of John of Twyford. 

9. Elksas Pelle de Shetelhangr’ . verberauit et vulnerauit . Hugonem 
Frigel’ de Shetelhangr’. 

10. (Marg. transgressio attachiet] | Robertus Capellanus de Wyke- 
dyue verberauit et vulnerauit . Radulfum filium Ricardi Redhod apud 
Stratford. 

11. Hugo filius Walteri Hikeman de Wyke Hamund . verberauit 
et vulnerauit Clementem fabrum de Wyke Dyue apud Wyke Hamund. 
et sunt communes verberatores contra pacem . etc. Ideo vicecomes 
attachiet eos . etc. 


1 Probably Grafton Underwood. 
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Postea predictus Elias venit et fecit finem per xld. per plegium 
Petri de Standen’ [marg. finis xld.4] 

Postea [apud Aylesbury in festo decollacionis sancti Johannis'| 
predictus Hugo filius Walteri fecit finem per xld. per plegium Philippi 
de Hardeshill’ et Johannis Barneuill’ iunioris. [marg. finis x1d4.] 

Elias Pell of Shutlanger beat and wounded Hugh Frigel of Shutlanger. 
Robert Chaplain of Wyke Dyve1 [Wicken] beat and wounded Ralph, 
son of Richard Redhod at Stratford ; Hugh son of Walter Hikeman of Wyke 

Hamund! [Wicken] beat and wounded Clement the smith of Wyke Dyve 

at Wyke Hamund, and they are common beaters against the peace etc. There- 

fore let the sheriff attach them etc. 


Afterwards the aforesaid Elias came and made fine by 40d. on the surety 
of Peter de Standen. 

Afterwards, at Aylesbury, on the feast of the Beheading of St. John (August 
29th), the aforesaid Hugh son of Walter made fine by 40d. on the surety of 
Philip de Hardeshill and John Barnevill the younger. 


[M. 2d.] ADHUC DE PLACITIS CORONE APUD . NORHT’ 
Further concerning pleas of the Crown at Northamptor. 


HUNDREDUM DE ROTHEWELL’ 

12. [Marg. felonia] Juratores presentant quod Henricus Beyte- 
bole de Braybrok’ . et Benedictus filius Walteri Le Couherd’ furati fuerunt 
duos equos Thome le Forester apud Braybrok [et quod sunt communes 
latrones'| Ideo capiantur. 

Postea predictus Henricus venit . et quesitus qualiter se velit inde 
acquietare. Defendit latrocinium . omnem feloniam .et quicquid etc. 
et de bono et malo ponit se super patriam. Et Juratores Hundredi 
predicti dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus Henricus 
culpabilis est de latrocinio predicto. Ideo ipse suspendatur. [marg. 
Suspendatur] catalla eius . ijs. vnde villata de Braybrok’ respondeat 
etc. [marg. catalla ijs.4] Et de predicto Benedicto vicecomes testatur 
quod non est inuentus . set subtraxit se et male creditur. Ideo exigatur 
et vtlagetur [etc!] [marg. exigatur et vtlagetur]. catalla eius . ijs. vjd. 
vnde villata de Braybrok respondeat [marg. catalla ijs. vjd.4| 


The jurors present that Henry Beytebole of Braybrooke and Bennet 
son of Walter the Cowherd, stole two horses belonging to Thomas the Forester 
at Braybrooke and that they are common thieves. Therefore let them be taken. 
Afterwards the said Henry comes and being asked how he wishes to acquit 
himself, denies the theft, all felony and whatever etc. and for good and ill 
puts himself on the country. And the jurors of the said hundred say on their 
oath that the said Henry is guilty of the aforesaid theft. Therefore let 
him be hanged. His chattels two shillings. Wherefore let the township of 
Braybrooke answer. And concerning the said Bennet the sheriff declares that 
he has not been found but withdrew himself and is of ill repute. Therefore 
let him be exacted and outlawed. His chattels 2s. 6d., for which let the town- 
ship of Braybrooke answer. 


13. [Marg. felonia] Item presentant quod Robertus Pyel . de 
Ryston’ . furatus fuit equum Willelmi Page apud Desburgh’ . et est com- 
munis latro etc. Ideo ipse capiatur etc. Et vicecomes testatur quod 
non est inuentus . sed subtraxit se et male creditur. Ideo exigatur et 
vtlagetur . etc. [marg. exigatur et vtlagetur | catalla eius . iijs. vnde villata 
de Ryston’ respondeat. [marg. catalla iijs.*] 


Also they present that Robert Pyel of Rushton stole a horse belonging to 
William Page at Desborough and is a common thief, etc. Therefore let him 


1 See Place-Names of Northamptonshire, pp. 107-8. Wicken. 
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be taken. And the sheriff bears witness that he has not been found but with- 
drew himself and is of ill repute. Therefore let him be exacted and outlawed. 
| His chattels 3s., for which let the township of Rushton answer. 


14. [Marg. transgressiones} Item presentant quod Robertus de 
London’ de Rothewell’ . verberauit Agnetem Galewey de Ludyngton’ 
et Muriellam la Rede apud Rothewell’. 

15. Willelmus Cripslok’ . de Rothewell’ . verberauit Willelmum 
filium Murielle Le Rede . et Johannem fratrem eiusdem Willelmi apud 
Rothewell’. 

16. Johannes de Kynton’ de Desburgh’ . verberauit [Walterumi] 
filium Thome le Feure . et Ricardum filium Rogeri Lucas apud Des- 
burgh’ . et sunt communes verberatores contra pacem etc. Ideo attach- 
ientur etc. 

Also they present that Robert de London of Rothwell beat Agnes Galeway 
of Loddington and Muriel la Rede at Rothwell. William Crisplok of Rothwell 
beat William son of Muriel le Rede, and John brother of the same William, 
at Rothwell. John de Kynton of Desborough beat Walter son of Thomas 


le Fevre, and Richard son of Roger Lucas, at Desborough, and they are com- 
mon beaters against the peace etc. Therefore let them be attached etc. 


17. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE Norton’. [GREENSNORTON] 

18. [Marg. transgressio] Juratores presentant quod Johannes de 
Dodeford’ manens in Prioratu de Luffeld . verberauit Johannem Sper- 
hauek’ de Solueston’ et amputauit ei unum digitum.et quod verberauit 
Ricardum de Maydeford’ . et est communis verberator contra pacem 
etc. Ideo attachietur etc. 

The jurors present that John of Dodford, dwelling at Luffield Priory, 
beat John Sparrowhawk of Silverstone and cut off one of his fingers and that 


he beat Richard of Maidford and is a common beater against the peace etc. 
Therefore let him be attached etc. 


19. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE GYLDEB’ [GUILSBOROUGH] 
_ 20. [Marg. felonie] Juratores presentant quod Johannes filius 
Roberti Jolyfi est communis latro aucarum . gallinarum . et pannorum . 
per medium parietum 

21. Willelmus le Southern’. felonice interfecit . Rogerum Andreu 
apud Lylleburn’. 

Ideo ipsi capiantur. Et vicecomes testatur quod non sunt inuenti. 
set subtraxerunt se.et male creduntur etc. Ideo exigantur et vtlagentur 
etc. Catalla predicti Willelmi [xijd‘] vnde villata de Lylleburn’ respon- 
deat etc. Et predictus Johannes nulla habuit catalla [marg. exigatur 
et vtlagetur|] [marg. Catalla . xij.d.4] | 

The jurors present that John son of Robert Jolyfi is a common thief of 
geese, hens and cloth, through the walls. William le Southern’ feloniously 
killed Roger Andreu at Lilbourne. Therefore let them be taken. And the 

Sheriff bears witness that they are not found but withdrew themselves and 

are of ill repute etc. Therefore let them be exacted and outlawed, etc. The 


chattels of the said William 12d. for which let the township of Lilbourne answer 
etc. And the said John had no chattels. 


22. (Marg. felonia] Item presentant quod Hugo le Souteresman 
furatus fuit . duos bidentes apud Creton’ . et unam tunicam apud Drayton’, 
et quod est communis latro. Ideo ipse capiatur. Postea idem Hugo 
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venit et quesitus qualiter se velit inde aquietare . defendit latrocinium 
omnem feloniam et quicquid etc . et de bono et malo ponit se super 
patriam . Juratores Hundredi predicti dicunt super sacramentum suum 
quod predictus Hugo culpabilis est de feloniis predictis. Ideo ipse 
suspendatur. [marg. Suspendatur] Catalla eius xijd vnde villata de 
Cotesbrok’ respondeat [marg. catalla xijd*| ; 

Also they present that Hugh le Soutersman stole two sheep at Creaton 
and a tunic at Drayton and that he is a common thief. Therefore let him be 
taken. Afterwards the same Hugh comes and being asked how he wishes to 
acquit himself, denies the theft, all felony and whatever etc. And for good 
and ill he puts himself on the country. The jurors of the hundred aforesaid 
say on their oath that the aforesaid Hugh is guilty of the felonies aforesaid. 
Therefore let him be hanged. His chattels 12d. for which let the township 
of Cottesbrooke answer. 

93. (Marg. capiatur] Walterus filius Galfridi filij Thome de Crek 
attachiatus fuit per vicecomitem apud Crek et traditur balliuo erusdem 
vicecomiti . et a custodia illa euasit [etc.'] Ideo ipse capiatur. 

Walter son of Geoffrey son of Thomas of Crick, was attached by the sheriff 


at Crick and handed over to the bailiff of the same sheriff and escaped from 
that custody. Therefore let him be taken. 


94, Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE NEUBOTL’  [NOBOTTLE GROVE | : 

25. (Marg. felonia] Juratores presentant quod Ricardus filius 
Roberti Kyngesman de Herlyston’ . felonice furatus fuit quemdam 
equum de Willelmo Selvd’ . apud Herlyston’ . et quod est communis 
latro. Ideo ipse capiatur. Postea venit .et quesitus qualiter se velit 
inde acquietare defendit furtum omnem feloniam . et quicquid etc. et 
de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam Et Juratores Hundredi 
predicti dicunt super sacramentum suum . quod predictus Ricardus 
culpabilis est de felonia predicta. Ideo ipse suspendatur [marg. sus- 
pendatur|. Catalla eius xvs. [marg. catalla xvs4] vnde villata de Herlys- 
ton’ respondeat. Idem Ricardus habuit terram vnde annus et vastum. 
xviijs. vnde Thomas Wale! vicecomes respondeat. [marg. an[nlus et 
vastum| {[marg. xviljs*] 

The jurors present that Richard son of Robert Kyngesman of Harlestone 
feloniously stole a certain horse belonging to William Selud at Harlestone 
and that he is a common thief. Therefore let him be taken. Afterwards: he 
comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself thereof, denies the 
theft, all felony and whatsoever etc. and for good and ill puts himself therefor 

on the country. And the jurors of the hundred aforesaid say on their oath 

that the aforesaid Henry is guilty of the felony aforesaid. Therefore let him 
be hanged. His chattels 15s. for which let the township of Harlestone answer. 

- ‘The same Richard had land for which a year and waste 18s. for which let Thomas 

Wale, sheriff, answer. 

_ 96. [Marg. felonia}] Item presentant quod Gregorius Bousyre 
felonice interfecit Johannem filium Willelmi Le Warde de Brampton’ 
apud Brampton’. Ideo ipse capiatur. Et vicecomes testatur quod 
non est inuentus sed subtraxit se [et male creditur'} etc. Ideo ipse 
exigatur et vtlagetur, Catalla eius nulla etc. |marg. exigatur et vtlagetur |* 


Also they present that Gregory Bousyre feloniously killed John son of 
William le Warde of Brampton at Brampton. Therefore let him be taken. 
Thomas Wale was sheriff 13th November 1313 to 23rd October 1314, List of 
Sheriffs, p. 92. 
* cf. G 20. 
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And the sheriff bears witness that he is not found but withdrew himself and is 
of ill repute etc. Therefore let him be exacted and outlawed. No chattels etc. 


27. (Marg. transgressiones} Item presentant quod Rogerus filius 
Thome atte Halle de Murcote et Robertus frater eius verberauerunt 
Radulfum de Thynden’ . balliuum domini Regis de Neubetlesgraue. 
apud Westbrnton’ [sic] contra pacem. 


28. Johannes de Norton de Heyford verberauit Thomam in Le 
Hern’ de Kyngesbury . et est communis verberator etc. Ideo ipsi attach- 
ientur. 

Also they present that Roger son of Thomas atte Halle of Murcott and 

Robert his brother beat Ralph of Finedon the king’s bailiff of Nobottle Grove 

at West (?) Brington against the peace. John de Norton of Heyford beat 


Thomas le Hern’ of Kyngesbury! and is a common beater etc. Therefore 
let them be attached. 


29. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 

30. De Thoma atte Mulne de fine pro transgressione vnde indictatus 
fuit coram custodibus pacis . xxd. per plegium . Ricardi de Chaunceus 
[marg. finis xxd‘], | 

From Thomas at the Mill on account of a fine for a trespass whereof he was 

indicted before the keepers of the peace 20d., on the surety of Richard de 

Chaunceus. 

31. De Waltero Freman de fine pro eodem xld. per plegium. 
Willelmi de Assheby. [marg. xld4] 


From Walter Freeman on account of a fine for the same 40d. on the surety 
of William of Ashby. 


HUNDREDUM DE WARDON’. 
32. Juratores presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate etc. 
Ideo etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE FALESWESL’. [FAWSLEY] 

33. |Marg. transgressio| Juratores presentant quod Thomas Louel . 
Henricus Louel . Ricardus Louel . Nicholaus Louel et Ricardus Ace. ver- 
berauerunt et vulnerauerunt Johannem Roger de Braundeston’. apud 
Braundeston’. Et predictus Thomas et alij venerunt et cognouerunt 
predictam transgressionem .et fecerunt finem omnes per dimidiam mar- 
cam. per plegium Willelmi Ace et Johannis Martyn etc. [marg. finis 
dimidie marce®| 

The jurors present that Thomas Lovel, Henry Lovel, Richard Lovel, 

Nicholas Lovel and Richard Ace beat and wounded John Roger of Braunston 

at Braunston. And the aforesaid Thomas and the others came and acknow- 


ledged the aforesaid trespass and all made fine by half a mark on the surety 
of William Ace and John Martin. 


34. [Marg. transgressiones| Item presentant quod Willelmus filius 
Elie de Launde de Dauentre verberauit Johannem Loudy de Dauentre 

35. Henricus filius Thome de Gray de Charwelton’ verberauit et 
wlnerauit Willelmum filium Henrici Capellani de Charwelton’.? 


36. Willelmus filius Rogeri de Assheby . Johannes filius Rogeri 
Doget . Robertus filius Galfridi Doget. et Ricardus filius Mabille Doget 
verberauerunt Willelmum atte Gotere de Kyldesby contra pacem etc. 


'? Kislingbury. 
*see 106. 
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37. Walterus filius Willelmi Normaund vulnerauit Johannem filium 
Johannis Lende de Dauentr’ contra pacem etc. Ideo vicecomes attachiet 
eos. [marg. capiantur | 

Also they present that William, son of Elias de Launde of Daventry beat 

John Loudy [? Londy] of Daventry. Henry son of Thomas de Gray of Char- 

welton beat and wounded William son of Henry Chaplain of Charwelton. 

William, son of Roger of Ashby, [? Canons Ashby], John son of Roger Doget, 

Robert son of Geoffrey Doget, and Richard son of Mabel Doget, beat William 

atte Gotere of Kilsby against the peace etc. Walter, son of William Nor- 

maund wounded John son of John Lende of Daventry, against the peace etc. 

Therefore let the sheriff attach them. 

38. Ricardus de Waundeuill’ de Euerdon’ fecit finem cum domino 
Rege pro quadam transgressione facta Simoni de Faleweslee per xxd. 
per plegium Ade de Euerdon’ etc. [marg. finis xxd.*] 

Richard de Waundevill’ of Everdon made fine with the lord king for a 


certain trespass against Simon of Fawsley by 20d. on the surety of Adam of 
Everdon etc. 


[M. 3.] ADHUC DE PLACITIS CORONE . APUD NORHT’ SPIGURNEL 
Further concerning pleas of the Crown at Northampton. 


HUNDREDUM DE WYMERSLEE. 

39. [Marg. transgressio] Juratores presentant quod Ricardus 
Faber de Magna Houghton’ . verberauit et male tractauit Johannem filium 
Johannis Le Joeuene . et Willelmus [sic] filium Michaelis Prat . et quod 
est communis verberator. Et idem Ricardus venit et cognouit trans- 
gressionem et fecit finem . per . xld. per plegium Johannis de Heygham. 
[marg. finis xld] 

The jurors present that Richard Smith of Great Houghton beat and 
wounded John son of John Young, and William, son of Michael Prat, and 
that he is a common beater. And the same Richard came and acknowledged 
his trespass and made fine by 40d. on the surety of John of Higham. 

40. [Marg. transgressiones] Item presentant quod Henricus de 
Cestria verberauit Simonem Rogerum de Hardyngesthron’ contra pacem. 
et est communis verberator. 

41. Willelmus Wodewardus Prioris Raueneston’ . Philippus 
filius Johannis le Scryueyn de eadem . Rogerus filius Henrici le Spicer 
de eadem . et Johannes filius Hugonis le Mazon. verberauerunt et male 
tractauerunt . Nicholaum filium Willelmi de Kylyngworth’ et Nicholaum 
filium Willelmi de Bydenham apud Horton’ contra pacem etc. Ideo 
ipsi attachientur etc. 

Postea venerunt predicti Willelmus. Philippus. Rogerus et Johannes 
et gratis fecerunt finem . per . xld per plegium Johannis de Haregraue 
etc. [marg. finis xld4] 

Also they present that Henry of Chester beat Simon Roger of Hardingstone 
against the peace and is a common beater. William, the Woodward of the prior 
of Ravenstone, Philip son of John the Scriven of the same, Roger son of Henry 
the Spicer of the same, and John son of Hugh the Mazon, beat and illtreated 
Nicholas son of William de Kylyngworth and Nicholas son of William of Bidden- 
ham, at Horton against the peace etc. Therefore let them be attached etc. 


Afterwards the aforesaid William, Philip and Roger came and freely made 
fine by 40d. on the security of John of Hargrave etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE AMFORD’  [HAMFORDSHOE] 
_ 42. [Marg. transgressio| Juratores presentant quod Henricus de 
Holcote et Robertus {de Barton'‘] frater e1us sunt communes verbera- 
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tores contra pacem etc. Et predictus Robertus venit et fecit finem pro 

predicta transgressione . per . v.s. per plegium Simonis de Barton’ . et 

Willelmi de Holcote. Et predictus Henricus . non venit. Ideo attachietur 
etc. [marg. finis vs*] 

The jurors present that Henry of Holcot and Robert of (Earls) Barton, 

his brother, are common beaters against the peace etc. And the aforesaid 

Robert came and made fine for the said trespass by 5s. on the surety of Simon 


of (Earls) Barton and William of Holcot. And the aforesaid Henry did not 
come. Therefore let him be attached etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE SuTToN’. [KING’S SUTTON] 
43. Juratores presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate Ideo etc. 


VILLATA DE BRAKKELE. [BRACKLEY] 

44. [Marg. felonia] Juratores presentant quod Radulfus de 
Sutton’ interfecit Rogerum de La Marche felonice apud Brackele. Et 
ipse non venit. Ideo ipse capiatur. Et vicecomes testatur quod ipse 
non est inuentus sed subtraxit se [et male creditur‘] etc. Ideo ipse 
exigatur et vtlagetur [et male creditur']. Catalla eius nulla. [marg. 
exigatur et vtlagetur | 

The jurors present that Ralph of Sutton feloniously killed Roger de la 
' Marche at Brackley. And he does not come. Therefore let him be taken. 
And the sheriff bears witness that he has not been found but withdrew himself 


and is of ill repute. Therefore let him be exacted and outlawed. And he 
is of ill repute. No chattels. 


45. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE CORBY. 

46. [Marg. felonie] Juratores presentant quod Walterus Hod 
[quietus ut patet alibi']! felonice interfecit . quemdam Johannem Le 
Parchemyner apud Balstrod’. inter Geytington’ et Brugestok’ . et quod est 
communis latro. 

47, Willelmus [quietus ut patet alibi‘? filius Martini Bode de 
Geytyngton et Rogerus filius Ricardi le Glouere de eadem? felonice 
interfecerunt . Willelmum Le Tayllur de Geytyngton’ noctanter 

48. Ricardus filius Petri de Geytyngton receptauit predictum 
Rogerum scienter etc. [marg. m’ | 

49. Robertus le Barkere de Gretton’. felonice interfecit Nicholaum 
de Gretton . apud Gretton. 

50. Johannes le Coupere [suspensus ut patet alibi'|# manens apud 
Geytyngton’ est communis latro equorum . et aliorum latrociniorum etc. 

Ideo ipsi capiantur. Et vicecomes testatur quod non sunt inuenti 
sed subtraxerunt se. Et male creduntur. Ideo omnes preter pre- 
dictum Ricardum filium Petri exigantur et vtlagentur [marg. exigantur 
et vtlagentur] et de exigendo ipsum Ricardum filium Petri supersedeatur 
quousque etc. Catalla predicti Walteri Hod. xijd. vnde vill’ de Ryston’ 
respondeat [marg. catalla xijd.4]._ Catalla predicti Johannis le Coupere. 
ij.s vnde vill’ de Geytyngton’ respondeat [marg. catalla ijs4]. Catalla 
predict: Rogeri filij Ricardi. 1j.s. vnde vill’ de Geytyngton’ respondeat 
[marg. catalla ijs.4]. alij nulla habent catalla. etc. 

1 see G25. 
a‘seé G6, 


3 see 170. 
4 see G27. 
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The jurors present that Walter Hod! feloniously killed a certain John 
the Parchemyner at Balstrod between Geddington and Brigstock and that 
he is a common thief; William, son of Martin Bode of Geddington, + and Roger 
son of Richard the Glover of the same feloniously killed William the Tailor 
of Geddington by night; Richard son of Peter of Geddington received the 
said Roger knowingly etc; Robert the Barker of Gretton feloniously killed 
Nicholas of Gretton at Gretton; John the Cooper? dwelling at Geddington 
is a common thief of horses and [committer] of other thefts, etc. Therefore 
let them be taken. And the sheriff bears witness that they have not been 
found but withdrew themselves and are of ill repute. Therefore let all except 
Richard son of Peter be exacted and outlawed. And concerning the exigent 
against the same Richard son of Peter, let it be stayed untiletc. The chattels 
of the aforesaid Walter Hod 12d., for which let the township of Rushton answer. 
The chattels of the aforesaid John the Cooper 2s., for which let the township 
of Geddington answer. The chattels of the aforesaid Roger son of Richard 

2s., for which let the township of Geddington answer. The others have no 
chattels etc. 


51. (Marg. felonia| Item presentant . quod Willelmus Le Skynnere 
de Gretton’ felonice interfecit Robertum Nicol . apud Gretton’. Ideo 
ipse capiatur. Postea venit et quesitus qualiter se velit de morte pre- 
dicta acquietare . defendit mortem omnem feloniam et quicquid etc. 
et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredi 
predicti dicunt super sacramentum suum . quod predictus Willelmus 
culpabilis est de morte predicta. Ideo ipse suspendatur [marg. suspendatur | 
catalla . eius ijs. vnde villata [sic] de Gretton’ respondeat [marg. catalla 
se 
: Also they present that William the Skinner of Gretton feloniously killed 

Robert Nicol at Gretton. Therefore let him be taken. Afterwards he comes 

and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself of the said death, denies the 

death all felony and whatever etc., and for good and for ill puts himself therefor 

' on the country. The jurors of the hundred aforesaid say on their oath that 
the aforesaid William is guilty of the death aforesaid. Therefore let him 
be hanged. His chattels two shillings, for which let the township of Gretton 
answer. 

52. [Marg. transgressio] Item presentant quod Radulfus Morel’ 
de Geytyngton’ est communis verberator . et perturbator pacis. Ideo 
vicecomes . attachiet eum etc. Postea apud Norht’ in crastino Circum- 
cisionis domini predictus Radulfus venit et fecit finem ut patet in Rotulo 
de die illo.3 

Also they present that Ralph Morel’ of Geddington is a common beater 
and disturber of the peace. Therefore let the sheriff attach him. Afterwards 


at Northampton on the morrow of the Circumcision [2nd January] the afore- 
said Ralph came and made fine as appears in the roll of that day. 


53. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE WYLYNGB’  [WILLIBROOKE| 

54. (Marg. felonia] Juratores presentant quod Walterus filius 
Willelmi Le Tannere de Suthewyk interfecit Henricum fratrem suum 
felonice. Ideo ipse capiatur. Et vicecomes testatur quod non est 
inuentus . sed subtraxit se. Et malecreditur. Ideo ipse exigatur et 
vtlagetur etc. [marg. exigatur et vtlagetur| catalla eius . ij.d. vnde 
villata de Suthwik respondeat [marg. catalla ijd.“] 


The jurors present that Walter son of William the Tanner of Southwick 
feloniously killed Henry his brother. Therefore let him be taken. And the 


1 Interliniation ; ‘‘ Acquitted as appears elsewhere.” 
2 Interliniation ; “‘ Hanged as appears elsewhere.”’ 
#* Postea ..°. . illo.” added. See No.-187. 
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Sheriff bears witness that he has not been found but withdrew himself and 
is of ill repute. Therefore let him be exacted and outlawed etc. His chattels 
2d. for which let the township of Southwick answer. 


59. Item presentant quod vigilie non sub [sic] obseruate. Ideo . etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE TOUCESTRE  [TOWCESTER] 

56. (Marg. transgressiones} Juratores presentant . quod Magister 
Stephanus rector Ecclesie de Aldryngton’. Ricardus Capellanus etusdem 
rectoris . Johannes seruiens eiusdem rectoris et Laurencius filius Thome 
Balle de Aldryngton’ . verberauerunt et vulnerauerunt Thomam Sutorem 
et Rogerum Molendinarium contra pacem etc. Et sunt communes 
verberatores etc. 


57. Radulfus le Ray de Gayton’ . est communis verberator et per- 
turbator pacis . etc. 


58. Ricardus Hog’ de Padynton’ . vulnerauit Willelmum Fabrum 
de Norton’ contra pacem. 


59. Ricardus capellanus de Rothewell’ verberauit Julianum filium 
Athelin’ de Toucestr’ . contra pacem. 


60. Rogerus de Braybrok’. Molendinarius de Slapton’ et Robertus 
le Thresshere . sunt communes malefactores . ad pisces capiendos . in 
stagnis et viuariis. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet omnes supradictos etc. 

The jurors present that Master Stephen, rector of the church of Alderton, 

Richard chaplain of the same rector, John, servant of the same rector, and 

Lawrence son of Thomas Balle of Alderton, beat and wounded Thomas the 

Cobbler and Roger the Miller against the peace, etc. and are common beaters, 

etc. Ralph le Ray of Gayton is a common beater and disturber of the peace 

etc. Richard Hog of Paddington [? for Piddington] wounded William the 

Smith of Norton against the peace. Richard, Chaplain of Rothwell, beat 

Julian son of Athelin of Towcester against the peace. Roger of Braybrooke, 

the miller of Slapton, and Robert the Thresher are common malefactors who 

take fish from stanks and ponds. Therefore let the sheriff attach all the 
aforesaid etc. 


61. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE POKEBROK’ [POLEBROOKE] 
62. [Marg. felonie] Juratores presentant quod Willelmus Brun 
de Stanerne et Willelmus Cut’ de Benyfeld . sunt communes latrones . 
de bidentibus noctanter in faldis hominum de Benyngfeld’ excoriandis. 
Ideo ipsi capiantur. Et vicecomes testatur quod non sunt inuenti . Set 
subtraxerunt se . Et malecreduntur. Ideo ipsi exigantur . et vtlagentur 
[marg: exigantur et vtlagentur]| catalla eorum (marg. Inquiratur}. 
The jurors present that William Brun [Brown] of Stanion and William 
Cut of Benefield are common thieves, skinning sheep by night in the folds of 
the men of Benefield. Therefore let them be taken. And the sheriff bears 
witness that they have not been found but withdrew themselves and are of 
ill repute. Therefore let them be exacted and outlawed. Enquiry to be 
made concerning their chattels. 
63. |marg. transgressiones} Item presentant quod Robertus de 
Canbrugg’ de Rothewell . Henricus Balle de eadem . Henricus filius pre- 
positi . Willelmus Spillepride . Johannes filius Sibille . Walterus Louecok. 
Stephanus de Clendon’. Robertus de Herinton’. Radulfus Le Pek’. 
Johannes de Desburgh’. Johannes de Clendon’. Johannes Bulm’ de 
Maydewell’. Johannes de Ouerton’. Petrus Tubbe . et Rogerus Godlok . 
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verberauerunt .et maletractauerunt . Simonem de Langele constabularium 
de Tychemersh’ . apud Tychemersh’ contra pacem etc.! 

64. Item presentant quod Hugo Cut’ Heyward de Houndele . ver- 
berauit et vulnerauit Euam filiam Willelmi de Pylkyngton’. apud Houn- 
dele. 

65. Johannes Hornyng de Stoke . vulnerauit Hugonem de Staunton’ 
contra pacem etc. 

66. Johannes filius Rogeri le Somyner verberauit Aliciam vxorem 
Johannis Thychers apud Wadenho contra pacem etc.” 

67. Hugo atte Grene de Clopton . verberauit et male tractauit . 
Johannem de Kynesthorp . contra pacem etc. 

68. Rogerus Hardyman de Clopton’. verberauit et vulnerauit 
Emmam Thurkyn . contra pacem etc. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet omnes supradictos etc. 


Also they present that Robert de Canbrugg’ of Rothwell, Henry Balle 
of the same, Henry the reeve’s son, William Spillepride, John son of Sibyl, 
Walter Lovecok, Stephen of Glendon, Robert of Harrington, Ralph le Pek, 
John of Desborough, John of Glendon, John Bulmer of Maidwell, John of 
Orton, Peter Tubbe and Roger Godlok beat and ill-treated Simon of Langele, 
constable of Titchmarsh, at Titchmarsh against the peace etc. Item they 
present that Hugh Cut, hayward of Oundle beat and wounded Eva daughter 
of William of Pilton at Oundle. John Hornyng of Stoke [Doyle] wounded 
Hugh of Staunton against the peace. John son of Roger the Summoner beat 
Alice, wife of John Thychers, at Wadenhoe against the peace, etc. Hugh 
at the Green of Clopton beat and ill-treated John of Kingsthorpe against the 
peace etc. Roger Hardyman of Clopton beat and wounded Emma Thurkyn 
against the peace etc. Therefore let the sheriff attach all the aforesaid etc. 


69. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


[M. 3.d.] Nassus Bure. 


70. (Marg. transgressiones] Juratores presentant quod Willelmus 
Lymbod . verberauit et vulnerauit Thomam Blome apud Burgum sancti 
Petri contra pacem etc.? 

71. Robertus Swyn . Nicholaus Le Ken manens cum Ricardo de 
Creyk . idem Ricardus de Creyk et Johannes Le Skynide . verberauerunt . 
fet] vulnerauerunt . Robertum Capel de Makeseye . et Alanum Cokyl in 
Marisco de Peykyrke . et ipsos imprisonauerunt contra pacem . etc. 

72. Willelmus Aleyn de Middelton’ et Johannes filius Petri Peyteuyn 
de Middelton’ verberauerunt .[et}vulnerauerunt Johannem filium Nicholai 
de Sancto Marco. Willelmum le Taillur de Paston’ . et Robertum Burgeys 
de Castre. in Campis de Throp’ contra pacem etc. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos etc. 


The jurors present that William Lymbod beat and wounded Thomas 
Blome at Peterborough against the peace etc. Robert Swyn, Nicholas Le 
Ken dwelling with Richard of Crick, the same Richard of Crick and John Le 
Skynide beat and wounded Robert Capel of Maxey and Alan Cokylin Peakirk 
marsh and imprisoned them against the peace etc. William Aleyn of Middleton 
and John son of Peter Peyteuyn of Middleton beat and wounded John, son of 
Nicholas St. Medard, William the Tailor of Paston and Robert Burgeys 
of Castor in the fields of Thorp against the peace etc. Therefore let the sheriff 
attach them etc. 


73. Item presentant quod Thomas de Goldesburgh’. habet quemdam 
boscum regie strate contiguum. vocatum Simondeswod. qui non elargatur 


1 see No. 102. 
2 see No. 199. 3 see No. 147. 
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secundum statutum Wynton’.! Ideo vicecomes venire faciat predictum 
Thomam . etc. 

Item they present that Thomas de Goldesburgh has a certain wood knowa 
as Simon’s wood adjoining the highway which is not enlarged according to 
the Statute of Winchester. Therefore let the sheriff cause the aforesaid Thomas 
to come etc. 

74. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo [vice- 
comes" etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE HOKESLOw.’ [HUXLOE] 

75. (Marg. felonia| Juratores presentant . quod Thomas le Ken de 
Islepe . et Ricardus Gerneys Junior de eadem sunt communes latrones et 
notorij . et maxime de homicidiis et roberiis factis diuersis hominibus 
apud Acherche. Ideo capiantur. Et super hoc predictus Ricardus 
venit. Et quesitus qualiter se velit inde acquietare . defendit roberias 
homicidia omnem feloniam et quicquid etc. et de bone et malo 
ponit se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredi predicti dicunt super 
sacramentum suum quod predictus Ricardus culpabilis etc. Ideo ipse 
suspendatur [marg. suspendatur] catalla eius . xij.d. vnde villata de 
Islepe respondeat [marg. catalla xijd¢]. Et de predicto Thoma vice- 
comes testatur quod non est inuentus . se [szc| subtraxit se. Et male 
creditur. Ideo ipse exigatur et vtlagetur . [marg. exigatur et vtlagetur]. 
Catalla eius nulla. 

The jurors present that Thomas le Ken of Islip and Richard Gerneys 
junior of the same, are common thieves and are notorious especially for rob- 
beries and homicides committed against divers men at Achurch. Therefore 
let them be taken. And upon this the aforesaid Richard comes. And being 
asked how he wishes to acquit himself he denies the robberies, homicides, all 
felony and whatever etc. and for good and ill puts himself therefor on the 
country. The jurors of the hundred aforesaid say on their oath that the afore- 
said Richard is guilty. Therefore let him be hanged. His chattels 12d. for 
which let the vill of Islip answer. And concerning the aforesaid Thomas the 
sheriff bears witness that he has not been found but withdrew himself and is 
of ill repute. Therefore let him be exacted and outlawed. No chattels. 
76. (Marg. transgressiones] Item presentant quod Robertus le 

Cupere . et Rogerus de Westbury . vi et armis insultauerunt Willelmum 
Flemyng de Westbury [apud Wodeford'] et ipsum verberauerunt vul- 
nerauerunt et male tractauerunt contra pacem etc.? 

77. Asselmus le Ferdelord . verberauit Adam filium Nicholai apud 
Irtlingburgh’ contra pacem.? | 

78. Adam filius Nicholai verberauit Hugonem Le Ferthelord’ 
contra pacem . et sunt communes verberatores. Ideo vicecomes attachiet 
€0S. 

Also they present that Robert the Cooper and Roger of Westbury by 
force and arms attacked William Flemyng of Westbury at Woodford, and 
beat, wounded and ill-treated him against the peace etc.; Asselm le Ferdelord 
beat Adam son of Nicholas, at Irthlingborcugh against the peace; Adam 


son of Nicholas beat Hugh le Ferthelord’ against the peace and they are common 
beaters. Therefore let the sheriff attach them. 


VILLATA DE THYNDEN’  [FINEDON| 

79. [Marg. transgressiones| Juratores presentant [quodi] Robertus 
le Tylere de Thynden’ verberauit Willelmum Le Webbestere . apud 
Thynden’ contra pacem etc. 


1 see above, p. xliil. 2 see No. 105. 3 see No. 104. 
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80. Willelmus de Rowell’. de Thynden’. verberauit Johannem filium 

Roberti Le Baxstere apud Thynden’. | 
Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos ete. 

The jurors present that Robert the Tiler of Finedon beat William the 

Webster at Finedon against the peace etc. William de Rowell of Finedon 


beat John, son of Robert the Baxter, at Finedon. Therefore let the sheriff 
attach them etc. 


81. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


BURGUS DE NORHAMPTON’. 

| 82. [Marg. felonie] Juratores presentant quod Robertus filius 
Roberti Le Longe de Norht’ . et Adam filius Jacoby Piscatoris felonice 
fregerunt domum Gilberti de Carlyolo apud Norht’ . et asportauerunt 
bona sua felonice etc. 

83. Willelmus Cocus qui fuit aliquando cum Thoma le Latymer . 
et Walterus Man seruiens eiusdem Willelmi noctanter fregerunt stang- 
num . predicti Thome le Latimer [apud Norht’'] et Lucios . et alios 
pisces in eodem furati fuerunt et asportauerunt . contra pacem etc. 

84. Philippus filius Alicie Russel’ de Norht’ est communis latro 
pannorum . et aliorum minutorum . et vagans de nocte apud Norht’.! 

Ideo vicecomes capiat eos.etc. Et idem vicecomes testatur quod 
non sunt inuenti . set subtraxerunt se . Et male creduntur etc. Ideo ipsi 
exigantur et vtlagentur. Catalla eorum nulla |[marg. exigantur et 
vtlagentur |. 

The jurors present that Robert, son of Robert Long cf Northampton, 
and Alan son of James the Fisherman feloniously broke the house of Gilbert 
de Carlisle at Northampton and feloniously carried away his goods; William 
Cook, who was formerly with Thomas the Latimer, and Walter Man his servant 
broke by night the pond of the aforesaid Thomas the Latimer at Northampton 
and stcle and carried away pike and other fish against the peace etc. Philip, 
son of Alice Russel of Northampton is a common thief of cloth and other articles, 
and wanders by night in Northampton. Therefore let the sheriff take them. 
And the same sheriff bears witness that they have not been found but with- 
drew themselves and are of ill repute etc. Therefore let them be exacted 
and cutlawed. No chattels. 

85. [Marg. transgressiones| Item presentant . quod Jordanus [finem 
feciti] de Benyfeld. Robertus de Tolous et Hugo filius Johannis de 
Staunford noctanter insultauerunt Walterum de Stratford piscatorem 
et Willelmum de Weldon’. ad vigiliam faciendam in Norht’ deputatos . 
et ipsos verberauerunt et post modum se iusticiari non permiserunt etc. 
Ideo attachientur etc.? 

Also they present that Jordan of Benefield, Robert de Tolous, and Hugh 
son of John de Staunford, assaulted by night Walter of Stratford, fisherman, 
and William of Weldon, who had been deputed to keep the watch in North- 
ampton, and beat them, and afterwards they did not allow themselves to be 
brought to justice. Therefore let them be attached etc. 

86. Item presentant . quod Johannes filius Johannis de Haregraue 
de Stoke Goldyngton’ . et Ricardus frater eius . et Henricus seruiens 
eiusdem Johannis . verberauerunt Simonem de Lauenden’ apud Norht’ 
contra pacem. 

87. Johannes filius Henrici Le Walkere de Weston’ verberauit et 
vulnerauit Henricum filium Roberti de Byllyngge .apud Norht’ contra 
pacem. 


1 see G. 32, 2 see 203. 
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88. Walterus [finemi] Le Bakere! et Rogerus [finem feciti] Le 
Bakere verberauerunt Feliciam Le Longe ad domum ipsius Felicie in 
Norht’ contra pacem . etc. 

Ideo ipsi attachientur. 

Postea predictus Rogerus Le Bakere venit . et cognouit predictam 
transgressionem et fecit finem . per . xxd. per plegium Galfridi de Nor- 
hampton’ etc. [marg. finis xxd.*| 

Also they present that John son of John de Hargrave of Stoke Goldyngton, 
Richard his brother and Richard, John’s servant, beat Simon of Lavendon 
at Northampton against the peace. John son of Henry the Walker of Weston 
beat and wounded Henry son of Robert of Billing at Northampton against 
the peace. Walter the Baker and Roger the Baker beat Felicia Long in the 
house of the said Felicia in Northampton against the peace. Therefore let 
them be attached. Afterwards the aforesaid Roger the Baker came and acknow- 
ledged the aforesaid trespass and made fine by 20d. on the surety of Geoffrey 
of Nerthampton etc. 

89. Item presentant quod Rogerus filius Thome Le Tayllur de 
Norht’. et Ricardus filius Jacobi le Cryur . verberauerunt Willelmum Le 
Hoppere de Norht’. quiquidem Rogerus et Ricardus venerunt et cog- 
nouerunt predictam transgressionem . et idem Rogerus fecit finem . per. 
xxd. per plegium Willelmi Le Hoppere etc. [marg. finis xxd.4] Et 
predictus Ricardus fecit finem per x.d. quia pauper per plegium Jacobi 
Le Cryour. [marg. finis xd‘]. 

Also they present that Roger son of Thomas the Tailor of Northampton 
and Richard son of James the Crier beat William the Hopper of Northampton. 
Roger and Richard came and acknowledged the aforesaid trespass and the 
same Roget made fine by 20d. on the surety of William the Hopper, etc. And 
the aforesaid Richard made fine by 10d. because he was poor, on the surety of 
James the Crier. 

90. (Marg. transgressiones] Item presentant quod Thomas de 
Aylesbury verberauit et vulnerauit Siluestrum seruientem Henrici Malerbe 
apud Norht’. 

91. Willelmus de Cugeho et Henricus le Enneyse verberauerunt 
Rogerum de Stanford’ apud Norht’? 

92. Willelmus filius Pentecoust . verberauit Thomam Knyth in regia 
strata apud Norht’. 

93. Simon filius Simonis de Cotesbrok . Willelmus filius Pentecoust . 
Simon filius Ade le Garlekmongere et Robertus filius Hugoni de Scalde- 
well’ . noctanter insultauerunt homines Abbatis Sancti Jacobi extra Norht’. 
vi et armis apud Norht’ . et ipsos ibidem verberauerunt . vulnerauerunt 
et male tractauerunt contra pacem . etc. Ideo ipsi attachientur . etc. 


Also they present that Thomas of Aylesbury beat and wounded Silvester 
servant of Henry Malerbe at Northampton; William of Cogenhoe and Henry 
le Enneyse beat Roger of Stanford at Northampton; William son of Pentecoust, 
beat Thomas Knyth in the king’s highway at Northampton; Simon son of 
Simon of Cottesbrooke, William son of Pentecoust, Simon son of Adam the 
Garlicmonger and Robert son of Hugh of Scaldwell assaulted by night the 
men of the abbot of St. James outside Northampton with force and arms at 
Northampton, and beat and wounded them and ill-treated them there against 
the peace etc. Therefore let them be attached etc. 


94. De Willelmo Le Blunt capellano de Norht’ . de fine pro trans- 
gressione . xx.d. per plegium Thome de Flore. [marg. finis xxd.4] 

95. De Johanne persona ecclesie sancti Michaelis Norht’ de fine 
pro eodem dj m. per plegium Willelmi de Assheby . et Hugonis de Har- 
bergh’ (Marg. finis dj. m.°] 


1 see 201. 2 see 202. 
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96. De Radulfo persona ecclesie beate Marie Norht’. de fine pro 
eodem .j m. per plegium Thome de Flore et Philippi Le Megre. [marg. 
finis j m.°| 

97. De Roberto Le Barkere capellano . de fine pro eodem dj. m. 
per plegium Henrici le Barkere’. [marg. finis dj. m.4] 

98. De Willelmo de Draghton’ capellano de fine pro eodem . xl.d. 
per plegium Philippi Le Megre. [marg. finis xld.4] 

99. De Ricardo de Catesby capellano de fine pro eodem .j. m. per 
plegium Walteri de Euersdon’. [marg. finis } m.4] 

From William le Blunt, chapiain of Northampton, on account of a fine 
for trespass, 20d. on the surety of Thomas of Floore. 

From John, parson of the church of St. Michael, Northampton, on 
account of a fine of half a mark for the same, on the surety of William of 
Ashby and Hugh of Harborough. 

From Ralph, parson of the church of the Blessed Mary, Northampton, 
on account of a fine of one mark for the same, on the surety of Thomas of 
Floore and Philip the Thin. 

From Robert the Barker, chaplain, on account of a fine of half a mark 
for the same, on the surety of Henry le Barker. 

From William of Draughton, chaplain, on account of a fine of 40d. for 
the same, on the surety of Philip the Thin. 

From Richard of Catesby, chaplain, on account of a fine of one mark 
for the same, on the surety of Walter of Everdon. 


{[M. 4.] VEREDICTUM TRIATORUM ComITATUS NORHT’. 
Verdict of the Triers of the County of Northampton. 


100. Juratores presentant quod Henricus Malet depredatus fuit 
quemdam Robertum Balle apud Aldewyncle . de bonis ad valenciam . 
quadraginta solidorum . et [est ] communis latro et notorius diuersas felonias 
perpetrando in Comitatu isto. Ideo ipse capiatur. Postea idem Henri- 
cus venit. Et quesitus qualiter se velit inde acquietare defendit . furtum 
omnem feloniam . et quicquid etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde 
super patriam. Et Juratores dicunt super sacramentum suum . quod pre- 
dictus Henricus culpabilis est. Ideo ipse suspendatur. [marg. sus- 
pendatur]. Catalla eius . xvij.s. ix.d. vnde villate de Islap’ [sic] et 
Thra[pi|ston’ respondeant. Et preceptum est vicecomiti quod seisiri 
faciat in manum domini Regis terras et tenementa . predicti Henrici. 
Et quod de exitibus eorum respondeat domino Rege etc. [marg. catalla 
1VIj.S. [x.a4 |. 

The jurors present that Henry Malet robbed a certain Robert Balle at 
Aldwincle of goods to the value of 40s. and that he is a common and notorious 
thief as having committed divers felonies in this county. Therefore let him 
be taken. Afterwards the same Henry comes, and being asked how he wishes 
to acquit himself, denies the theft, all felony and whatever etc. And for good 
and ill he puts himself on the country. And the jurors say on their oath that 
the aforesaid Henry is guilty. Therefore let him be hanged. His chattels 
are worth 17s. 94. for which let the townships of Islip and Thrapston answer. 
And the sheriff is ordered to cause the lands and tenements of the aforesaid 
Henry to be seized into the hands of the lord king, and to answer concerning 
their issues to the lord king etc. 

101. Item presentant quod Thomas de Bredon’. facta congregacione 
quorumdam ignotorum vi et armis rapuit quemdam Margaretam de 
Islep’. et ipsam vi abduxit apud Thorp Watervyll’. et quod idem Thomas 
verberauit constabularium de Islep’.et eclam quemdam Johannem 
Henecok . apud Thraspston’ contra pacem. Et quod idem Thomas vi 
abduxit filiam Rogeri le Templeman de Aldewyncle . apud Thorp Water- 
vyll. Ideo ipse capiatur. [marg. capiatur. | 
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Also they present that making a gathering of certain men, unknown, 
Thomas de Bredon’ by force and arms seized a certain Margaret of Islip, and 
took her by force to Thorpe Waterville, and that the same Thomas beat the 
constable of Islip and a certain John Henecok at Thrapston against the peace: 
And that the same Thomas abducted the daughter of Roger le Templeman of 
Aldwincle at Thorp Waterville. Therefore let him be taken. 

102. [Marg. transgressiones] Item presentant quod Willelmus 
Spylleprid . Johannes Sybbeson’ . et Walterus Louecok de Rothewell’ 
verberauerunt Simonem de Langeleye constabularium pacis apud Tyche- 
merssh’.! 


103. Thomas Acry de Clopton’. Johannes filius etus . et Hugo de 
la Grene . viet armis insultum fecerunt . cuidam Ricardo filo Hugonis . 
noctanter et sunt vagantes [tam] de die quam de nocte ad verberandos 
quam plures . in perturbacione pacis [etc']. 

Et idem Hugo verberauit quemdam Johannem Thorp’ collectorem 
denariorum Regis et manutentus est per predictum Thomam. 

104. Robertus Parys Chapeleyn . Anselmus Ferthelord’ . Adam 
Aze . Anselmus Body . Galfridus filius Rogeri Parys et Ricardus Rycher 
de Irtlinburgh’ . sunt communes verberatores . et pacis perturbatores . 
et verberauerunt . quemdam Adam filtum Nicholai de Irtlingburgh’. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos etc. 

Postea predicti [sic] Robertus Parys venit et fecit finem per . xl.d. 
per plegium Radulfi filij Willelmi de Irtlingburgh’. ([marg. finis xld.¢]. 

Et predictus Anselmus Ferthelord . fecit finem per . v.s. per plegtum 
Henrici de Haddon’. [marg. finis v.s.¢]. 

Et predictus Adam Ace fecit finem . per . xl.d. per plegium Henrici 
de Haddon’. [marg. finis per . xl.d¢]. 

Et predictus Anselmus Body . fecit finem per . xx.d. per plegium 
Radulfi filij Willelmi de Irtlingburgh’. [marg. finis . xx.d.°]. 

Et predictus Galfridus fecit finem . per . xx.d. per plegium Henrici 
de Haddon’. [marg. finis xx d.¢]. 

Et predictus Ricardus Rycher fecit finem . per . xl.d. per plegium 
Henrici de Haddon’. [marg. finis . xl.d.4/? | 

Also they present that William Spylleprid’, John Sybbeson and Walter 
Lovecok of Rothwell beat Simon of Langley, constable of the peace, at Titch- 
marsh. Thomas Acry of Clopton, John his son, and Hugh of the Green by 
force and arms assaulted by night a certain Richard son of Hugh, and they 
are wanderers by day and night with the intent to beat many people in breach 
of the peace etc. And the same Hugh beat a certain John Thorp’, collector 
of the king’s pence, and he is maintained by the aforesaid Thomas. Robert 
Parys, chaplain, Anselm Ferthelord, Adam Aze, Anselm Body, Geoffrey 
son of Roger Parys, and Richard Rycher of Irthlingborough are common 
beaters and disturbers of the peace and they beat a certain Adam son of Nicholas 
of Irthlingborough. Therefore let the sheriff attach them etc. 

Afterwards the aforesaid Robert Parys came and made fine by 40d. on 
the surety of Ralph, son of William of Irthlingborough. And the aforesaid 
Anselm Ferthelord made fine by 5s. on the surety of Henry of Haddon. And 
the aforesaid Adam Ace made fine by 40d. on the surety of Henry of Haddon. 
And the aforesaid Anselm Body made fine by 20d. on the surety of Ralph 
son of William of Irthlingborough. And the aforesaid Geoffrey made fine by 
20d. on the surety of Henry of Haddon. And the aforesaid Richard Rycher 
made fine by 40d. on the surety of Henry of Haddon. 

105. (Marg. transgressiones| [Item presentant quod'] Robertus 
Coupere et Rogerus de Westbery . de Wodeford’ . verberauerunt et vul- 
nerauerunt quemdam Willelmum Fleming’ de Wodeford . ad vigiliam 


1 See 63. 2 See 77 and 131. 
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faciendam deputatum in Wodeford . noctanter contra pacem etc. et se 
justiciari non permiserunt .! 

106. Henricus filius Thome le Bray de Charwelton verberauit 
quemdam Willelmum filium Henrici Chapeleyn de Charwelton’ contra 
pacem etc.? 

107. Willelmus filius Roberti de Aldewyncle et Jacobus le Boule- 
pleyere . et Johannes le Western’. verberauerunt [quemdam!'} Willelmum 
de Clendon’. Et similiter idem Willelmus filius Roberti . verberauit 
Ricardum de Launden’ contra pacem etc. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos . etc. 

Also they present that Robert Coupere and Roger de Westbery of Woodford 
beat and wounded by night and against the peace a certain William Flemyng 
of Woodford who had been assigned to keep the watch in Woodford and they 
did not allow themselves to be brought to justice. 

Henry son of Thomas le Bray of Charwelton beat a certain William, son 
of Henry Chapeleyn of Charwelton, against the peace etc. William, son of 
Robert of Aldwinckle, and James le Boulpleyere (the ballplayer) and John 
le Western’ beat a certain William of Glendon. And in like manner the same 
William, son of Robert, beat Richard of Lavendon against the peace etc. There- 
fore let the sheriff attach them etc. 

108. (Marg. transgressio] Item presentant quod Radulfus de 
Drayton’ . Chapeleyn . Gilbertus de Aylyngton’ de Luffewyk . Thomas 
filius Roberti Le Lord de Lufwyk . Willelmus filius Henrici Wymund 
de Luffewyk . Radulfus Helm de Luffewyk . Ricardus filius Agnetis de 
Luffewyk . Adam Compyn de Luffewyk . Willelmus Pycche de Luffewyk 
. Robertus Le Sherman de Islep’ . et Willelmus Greyland de Islep’. vi 
et armis . domos Ade de Waltham’. persone ecclesie de Luffewyk . apud 
Luffewyk . fregerunt et bona et catalla videlicet vnum lectum precij 
xl.s. et vnam carectam cum duobus equis . precij xl.s. et fena precij 
Ix.s. et vnam ollam eneam . precij xl. d. ibidem inuenta ceperunt et aspor- 
tauerunt . et blada ipsius parsone . videlicet ordeum . siliginem et pisariam 
ad valenciam xx. li. apud Luffewyk crescencia . messuerunt et aspor- 
tauerunt contra pacem etc. Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos . etc.? 

Also they present that Ralph of Drayton, Chaplain, Gilbert de Elton of 
Lowick, Thomas son of Robert le Lord of Lowick, William son of Henry Wymund 
of Lowick, Ralph Helm of Lowick, Richard son of Agnes of Lowick, Adam 
Compyn of Lowick, William Pycche of Lowick, Robert the Sherman of Islip 
and William Greyland of Islip, by force and arms broke the houses of Adam 
de Waltham, parson of the church of Lowick, at Lowick, and took and carried 
away goods and chattels found there, namely, one bed valued at 40s., one 
cart with two horses valued at 40s., and hay valued at 60s., and a brass pot 
valued at 40d., and they reaped and carried away against the peace the parson’s 
corn growing at Lowick, namely, barley, rye and peas to the value of £20. 
Therefore let the sheriff attach them etc. 

109. [Marg. transgressio| Item presentant quod Willelmus Le 
Mazon de Preston’ manens in Fallislee est communis malefactor in 
viuariis . et maxime in viuario Simonis de Falysle contra pacem etc. 
Ideo vicecomes attachiet eum . etc. 

Also they present that William the Mason of Preston (Capes) dwelling at 


Fawsley is a common evildoer in fish-ponds, and chiefly in Simon of Fawsley’s 
fish-pond, against the peace etc. Therefore let the sheriff attach him etc. 


110. Item presentant quod vigilie non sunt obseruate. Ideo etc. 


[M. 4d. is blank] 


1 see 76. 2 see 35. 3 see 183; cf. 184. 
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[M. 5.]| PLAcITA DE QUERELIS ET TRANSGRESSIONIBUS CORAM HENRICO 
SPIGURNEL JOHANNE PEYURE WALTERO DE MOLESWORTH’ 
ET JOHANNE DE WYLUGHBY JUSTICIARIIS DOMINI REGIS AD 
DIUERSAS FELONIAS ET TRANSGRESSIONES AUDIENDAS ET TER- 
MINANDAS ASSIGNATIS APUD NORHAMPTON’ DIE MARTIS 
PROXIMA POST FESTUM ASSUMPCIONIS BEATE MARIE ANNO 

REGNI REGIS EDWARDI FILIJ REGIS EDWARDI OCTAUO. 
SPIGURNEL. 


Pleas concerning suits and trespasses before Henry Spigurnel, 
John Peyvre, Walter de Molesworth, and John de Wylughby, 
justices of the lord king assigned to hear and determine divers 
felonies and trespasses at Northampton on Tuesday next after the 
feast of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary in the eighth year of 
the reign of King Edward son of King Edward (20th August 1314]. 


{Marg. Norht’] 

111. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam . Willelmus de 
Stocton’ Balliuus domini Regis de Hundredo de Corby querens . et 
Ricardus de Wadenho defendens se posuerunt . quod [predictus Ricardus¢] 
die Martis proxima ante festum Natiuitatis sancti Johannis Baptiste 
Anno Regni Regis nunc septimo in villa de Blatherwyk’ cum predictus 
Willelmus Balliuus quandam districcionem cepisset super Ricardum de 
la Ryuere pro vicesima domino Regi concessa aretro existente. Idem 
Ricardus de Wadenho vi et armis in ipsum Willelmum insultum fecit et 
ipsum verberauit vulnerauit et maletractauit contra pacem etc. Et eciam 
quod die Sabbati in festo sancti Laurencij anno regni regis nunc octauo 
in villa de Bullewyk’ idem Ricardus de Wadenho iterato ipsum Willel- 
mum [vi et armis'] insultauit . verberauit . vulnerauit et maletractauit 
contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Willelmi sexaginta solidorum etc. 
Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Willelmus recuperet dampna sua 
predicta versus predictum Ricardum de Wadenho. Et predictus Ricardus 
de Wadenho committitur prisone etc. [marg. prisona*| Postea predictus 
Ricardus fecit finem cum Domino Rege per plegium Ricardi Beaufiz . de 
xiij.s . et iij.d. [marg. j. m.*] 

Dampna [lx s.*] vnde medium clericis . dj . m. marescallo xi d. clama- 
tori . soluit tam parti quam clericis marescallo et clamatori. 

It is found by the jury of the country on which William de Stokton, bailiff 
of the lord king in the hundred of Corby, plaintiff, and Richard of Wadenhoe, 
defendant, put themselves that in the vill of Blatherwick on the Tuesday next 
before the Nativity of St. John the Baptist in the seventh year of the reign of 
the present king [18th June 1314] when the aforesaid William, bailiff, should 
have taken a certain distress on Richard de la Ryvere for a twentieth granted 
to the lord king, being in arrears, the same Richard of Wadenhoe by force 
apd arms assaulted the same William and beat, wounded and illtreated him 
against the peace etc. And also that on Saturday, the feast of St. Lawrence, 
in the eighth year of the reign of the present king [10th August, 1314] the same 
Richard of Wadenhoe in the vill of Bulwick again made an assault upon the 
same William by force and arms, beat, wounded and ill-treated him against 
the peace etc. to the damage of the same William of 60s. etc. Therefore it is 
adjudged that the aforesaid William recover his damages aforesaid against 
the aforesaid Richard of Wadenhoe. And the aforesaid Richard of Wadenhoe 
is committed to prison etc. Afterwards the aforesaid Richard made fine with 
the lord king by 18s. 4d. on the surety of Richard Beautfiz. 

Damages 60s. whereof half to the clerks, half a mark to the marshal, 
40d. to the crier. He pays to the party as well as to the clerks, to the marshal 
and to the crier. 
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112. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Ricardus de 
Wadenho querens et Willelmus de Stokton’ Balliuus hundredi de Corby 
defendens se posuerunt quod predictus Willelmus die Martis proxima 
ante festum Natiuitatis Sancti Johannis Baptiste anno regni regis nunc 
septimo predicto Ricardo nullam fecit transgressionem contra pacem etc. 
Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Willelmus inde sine die Et 
predictus Ricardus nichil capiat per querelam suam set sit in misercordia 
pro falso clamore . etc. [marg. misericordia xd.*] 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Richard of Wadenhoe, 
plaintiff, and William de Stokton, bailiff of the hundred of Corby, defendant, 
put themselves, that on the Tuesday next before the feast of the Nativity 
of St. John the Baptist in the seventh year of the reign of the present king 
[18th June 1314] the aforesaid William made no trespass against the aforesaid 
Richard against the peace etc. Therefore it is awarded that the foresaid 
William go thereof without day, and the aforesaid Richard take nothing by 
his suit but be in mercy for a false claim etc. 

113. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Adam Douce de 
Waldegraue querens et Willelmus Le Taillour defendens se posuerunt . 
quod predictus Willelmus die Jouis in festo Sancti Petri ad Vincula 
anno regni regis nunc octauo in villa de Waldegraue nullam transgres- 
sionem fecit predicto Ade contra pacem etc. Ideo consideratum est 
quod predictus Willelmus inde sine die. Et predictus Adam nichil 
capiat per querelam suam set sit in misericordia pro falso clamore . etc. 
[marg. misericordia x.d.4| 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Adam Douce of Wal- 
grave, plaintiff, and William the Tailor, defendant, put themselves, that the 
aforesaid William on Thursday in the feast of St. Peter ad Vincula in the eighth 
year of the reign of the present king [Ist August, 1314] in the vill of Walgrave 
made no trespass against the said Adam against the peace etc. Therefore 
it is awarded that the aforesaid William go thereof without day, and that the 
aforesaid Adam take nothing by his suit but be in mercy for a false claim. 
114. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Willelmus le 

Taillour de Norhampton’ et Isabella vxor eius querentes et Adam Douce 
de Waldegraue defendens se posuerunt quod die Jouis in festo sancti 
Petri Aduincula anno regni regis nunc octauo predictus Adam in villa 
de Waldegraue in predictam Isabellam insultum fecit et ipsam per collum 
strinxit et maletractauit contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Isabelle 
duorum solidorum. Ideo consideratum est quod predicti Willelmus et 
Isabella recuperent dampna sua predicta. Et predictus Adam custo- 
diatur . etc. Postea fecit finem . per xx. den. per plegium Roberti Douce 
etc. [marg. finis xx d.*] 
Dampna jj s. soluit et quietus est etc. 


It is found by the jury of the country on which William the Tailor of 
Northampton and Isabel his wife, plaintiffs, and Adam Douce of Walgrave, 
defendant, put themselves, that on Thursday in the feast of St. Peter ad Vin- 
cula in the eighth year of the reign of the present king [Ist August 1314], the 
aforesaid Adam assaulted the aforesaid Isabel and squeezed her neck and ill- 
treated her against the peace etc., to the damage of the same Isabel of 2s. 
Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid William and Isabel recover their 
damages aforesaid and that the aforesaid Adam be kept in custody etc. After- 
wards he made fine of 20d. on the surety of Robert Doute, etc. 

Damages 2s. He paid and is quit etc. 


115. Rogerus Michel de Farndon’ querens optulit se uersus Hugonem 
Legat de Farndon’ de placito transgressionis . etc. Et predictus Hugo 
non venit . etc. Et vicecomes testatur quod predictus Hugo attachiatus 
fuit per Johannem de [xxd ambo!*¢] Bradegate et Robertum Beuerege. 
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Ideo ipsi in misericordia . etc. Et preceptum est vicecomiti quod dis- 
tringat predictum Hugonem per omnes terras etc. Et quod de exitibus 
etc. Et quod habeat corpus eius hic die Sabbati in festo Sancti Bar- 
tholemei.etc. [marg. misericordia*®| 


Roger Michel of Farndon, plaintiff, offered himself against Hugh Legat 
of Farndon on a plea of trespass etc. And the aforesaid Hugh does not come 
etc. And the sheriff bears witness that the aforesaid Hugh was attached by 
John of Bradegate and Robert Beverege. Therefore they are in mercy etc. 
And the sheriff is ordered to distrain the aforesaid Hugh by all lands etc. And 
that concerning the issues etc. And that he have his body here on Saturday 
the feast of St. Bartholemew [24th August 1314] etc. 

116. Thomas le Taillour de Ryshton’ querens uersus Simonem le 
Trompour de Ryshton’ de placito transgressionis in Ryshton’ non est 
prosecutus. Ideo predictus Simon inde sine die. Et predictus Thomas 
et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia videlicet Edmundus de Seynt 
Lyz de Ryshton’ et Willelmus le Yonge de eadem etc. [marg. xxd. 
omnes misericordie‘] : 


Thomas the Tailor of Rushton, plaintiff, against Simon the Trompour of 
Rushton on a plea of trespass in Rushton, does not proceed with his suit. There- 
fore the aforesaid Simon goes thereof without day. And the aforesaid Thomas | 
and his pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, Edmund de Seynt Lyz 
of Rushton and William Young of the same, etc. 

117. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Fina que fuit 
vxor Johannis de Nauesby querens . et Hugo de Melton’ defendens se 
posuerunt quod predictus Hugo die dominica proxima ante festum 
Sancti Laurencij anno regni regis Edwardi nunc octauo in ecclesia de 
Magna Neuton’ in ipsam Finam vi et armis insultum fecit et ipsam 
maletractauit contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Fine . quadraginta 
solidorum. Ideo consideratum est [quod'] predicta Fina recuperet 
dampna sua predicta uersus predictum Hugonem. Et predictus Hugo 
custodiatur etc. [marg. custodiatur] Postea fecit finem per dimidiam 
marcam per plegium Willelmi de Deen etc. [marg. finis dj. m.4| 
Dampna . xl s. vnde xxx..s. clericis x. s. marescallo. 


It is found by the jury of the country on which Fina, widow of John of 

Naseby, plaintiff, and Hugh of Melton, defendant, put themselves, that the 

aforesaid Hugh on the Sunday next before St. Lawrence in the eighth year 

of the reign of the present king Edward [14th August 1314] in the church of 

Great Newton assaulted the same Fina by force and arms and ill-treated her 

against the peace etc., to the damage of the said Fina of 40s. Therefore it 

is adjudged that the aforesaid Fina receive her damages aforesaid against 

the aforesaid Hugh, and that the aforesaid Hugh be kept in custody, etc. After- 

wards he made fine by half a mark on the surety of William de Deene etc. 
Damages 40s. whereof 30s. to the clerks, 10s. to the marshal. 

118. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Simon Bernau- 
legel! de Nortoft’ querens et Rogerus Bordel de Nortoft’ defendens se 
posuerunt quod predictus Rogerus die Sabbati proxima post festum 
Inuencionis Sancte Crucis anno regni regis nunc septimo . in villa de 
Nortoft’ predictum Simonem vi et armis insultauit et maletractauit 
contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Simonis . duodecim denariorum. 
Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Simon recuperet dampna sua 
predicta. Et predictus Rogerus custodiatur etc. Postea fecit finem 
per . xl , denarios per plegium Roberti de Gildesburgh’ . etc. [marg. 
finishexlid:*| : 


Dampna . xij d. Soluit parti etc. 


1? Béruankgel. 
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It is found by the jury of the country on which Simon Bernaulegel of 
_Nortoft, plaintiff, and Roger Bordel of Nortoft, defendant, put themselves, 
that the aforesaid Roger on the Saturday next after the Invention of the Holy 
Cross in the seventh year of the reign of the present king [4th May 1314] at- 
tacked the aforesaid Simon by force and arms in the vill of Nortoft, and ill- 
treated him against the peace etc. to the damage of the same Simon of 12 d. 
Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid Simon recover his damages afore- 
said and that the aforesaid Roger be kept in custody. Afterwards he made 
fine by 40 d. on the surety of Robert of Guilsborough etc. 
Damages 12 d. He paid to the party etc. 

119. Radulfus le Carpenter de Eston’ querens . uersus Simonem 
le Brewestere de Eston’ defendentem . de placito transgressionis in 
Eston’ non est prosecutus. Ideo predictus Simon inde sine die. Et 
predictus Radulfus et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia videlicet 
Johannes filius Stephani de Stryxton’ et Walterus Le Smyth’ etc. [marg. 
xxd. omnes misericordie4]! | 

Ralph the Carpenter of Easton, plaintiff, against Simon the Brewster of 

Easton, defendant, on a plea of trespass in Easton, does not proceed with his 

suit. Therefore the aforesaid Simon goes thereof without day. And the afore- 

said Ralph and his pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, John, son of 

Stephen of Strixton, and Walter the Smith, etc. 

120. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Simon Le Brewes- 
tere de Eston’ Maudut querens . et Radulfus Carpenter de Eston’ Maudut 
defendens se posuerunt . quod predictus Radulfus die Lune proxima post 
festum Apostolorum Petri et Pauli anno regni regis nunc septimo apud 
Eston’ ‘Maudut predictum Simonem vi et armes [sic| insultauit vul- 
nerauit et maletractauit contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Simonis 
dimidie marce. Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Simon recuperet 
dampna sua predicta. Et predictus Radulfus Custodiatur etc. Postea 
fécit finem cum domino Rege per . xl.d. per plegium Johannes Le Lou 
de Weston’ et Willelmum le Freman [marg. finis xl . d.4) 

Dampna [dj . m.¢| Soluit in Curiam 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Simon the Brewster of 

Easton Maudit, plaintiff, and Ralph Carpenter of Easton Maudit, defendant, 

put themselves, that the aforesaid Ralph on the Monday next after the feast 

of the Apostles Peter and Paul in the seventh year of the reign of the present 
king [15th July, 1314] by force and arms, assaulted, wounded and ill-treated 
the aforesaid Simon at Easton Maudit against the peace etc., to the damage 
of the same Simon of half a mark. - Therefore it is adjudged that the afore- 
said Simon recover his damages aforesaid, and that the aforesaid Ralph be kept 
in custody. Afterwards he made fine with the lord king of 40 d. on the surety 
of John le Lou of Weston and William the Freeman. 

Damages half a mark. He paid into court. 

121. Hugo Gounfrey de MilneCotes querens uersus . Alanum 
Lambyn de Middelcotes de placito transgressionis in villa de Ryngestede 
non est prosecutus. Ideo predictus Alanus inde sine die. Et predictus 
Hugo et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia . videlicet Rogerus 
in the Mersh’ . et Ricardus Smyth’ de Ryngestede etc. [marg. xxd. 
omnes misericordie?] _ | 

Hugh Gounfrey of Mill Cotton,? plaintiff, against Alan Lambyn of Middle 

Cotton? on a plea of trespass in the vill of Ringstead, does not proceed with 

his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Alan goes thereof without day. And the 

aforesaid Hugh and his pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, Roger in 
the Marsh and Richard Smyth of Ringstead, etc. 

122. ‘Willelmus filius Willelmi Catelyn querens uersus Radulfum 
de Hampton’ Alanus Lambyn Henricus Lambyn de placito transgres- 


1 cf. 130, 150. 


2 See Northants. Place-Names, pp. 194, 195. 
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sionis . in villa de Ryngestede non est prosecutus. Ideo predicti Radulfus 
Alanus et Henricus inde {sine die] Et predictus Willelmus et plegij 
sul de prosequendo in misericordia . videlicet Willelmus Catelyn et 
Henricus Edward [marg. xxd. omnes misericordie®]! 
William son of William Catelyn, plaintiff, against Ralph of Hampton, 

Alan Lambyn [and Henry Lambyn] on a plea of trespass in the vill of Ring- 

stead, does not proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Ralph, Alan 

and Henry go thereof without day. And the aforesaid William and his pledges 

of the prosecution are in mercy, to wit, William Catelyn and Henry Edward. 

123. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Ricardus Lucy 
de Thynden’ querens . et Henricus filius [Lucie de Thyn]dene . Henricus 
filius Henrici. Robertus filius Henrici et Johannes filius Henrici defen- 
dentes se posuerunt quod predicti [Henricus| . Henricus Robertus et 
Johannes die dominica proxima ante festum Sancti Jacobi Apostoli 
anno regni regis nunc octauo predictum [Ricardum] in villa de Thynden’. 
insultauerunt verberauerunt et maletractauerunt contra pacem ad 
dampnum ipsuis Ricardi tresdecim solidorum et quatuor denariorum 
Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Ricardus recuperet dampna sua 
predicta . Et predicti Henricus . Henricus . Robertus . et Johannes 
custodiantur . etc. [Postea predicti Henricus‘] Nichil de fine etc.” 
[marg. Custodiatur]. 

Dampna [j m.“| . querens venit in Curiam et cognouit quod satis- 
factum est ei etc. 


It is found by the jury of the country on which Richard Lucy of Finedon, 
plaintiff, and Henry son of Lucy of Finedon, Henry son of Henry, Robert 
son of Henry, and John son of Henry, defendants, put themselves, that the 
aforesaid Henry, Henry, Robert and John on Sunday next before the feast 
of St. James the Apostle in the eighth year of the reign of the present king 
[21st July, 1314] assaulted, beat and ill-treated the aforesaid Richard in the 
vill of Finedon, against the peace, to the damage of the same Richard of 13 s. 
4d. Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid Richard recover his damages 
aforesaid, and that the aforesaid Henry, Robert, and John be kept in custody, 
etc. Nothing of the fine etc. 

Damages fone markd]. The plaintiff comes into court and acknowledges 
that satisfaction has been given to him. 

124. Galfridus Simond de Hethmoncote qui quesitus fuit de roberia 
sibi facta apud le Golet in hundredo [de] Cleyle in misericordia pro falso 
clamore etc. (marg. x d. misericordia‘®] 


Geoffrey Simond of Heathencote, who made plaint concerning a robbery 
committed against him in the Gullet? in the hundred of Cleyley, is in mercy 
for a false claim etc. 


{M. 5d.} 

125. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Willelmus filius 
Thome de Thynden’ querens et Henricus filius Lucie de Thynden’ . Henri- 
cus filius eiusdem Henrici . Robertus filius Henrici et Johannes filius 
Henrici de Thyndon’ defendentes se posuerunt quod predicti Henricus . 
Henricus . Robertus et Johannes die dominica proxima ante festum 
sancti Jacobi apostoli anno Regni Regis nunc octauo vi et armis predictum 
Willelmum in villa de Thynden’ insultauerunt. verberauerunt vulneraue- 
runt et maletractauerunt contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Willelmt 
. tresdecim solidorum et quatuor denariorum. Ideo consideratum est 
quod predictus Willelmus recuperet dampna sua predicta. Et predicti 


ei pomltaley * cf. 125, 
3 In Potterspury parish, on the Watling Street. 
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Henricus . Henricus . Robertus et Johannes custodiantur etc.  [smarg. 
custodiantur]! Nichil de fine quia assignatur Hugoni le Noble Balliuo.? 
Dampna [j m.4] querens cognouit quod ei satisfactum est etc. 

It is found by the jury of the country on which William son of Thomas 
of Finedon, plaintiff, and Henry son of Lucy of Finedon, Henry son of the 
same Henry, Robert son of Henry, and John son of Henry of Finedon, defen- 
dants, put themselves, that the aforesaid Henry, Henry, Robert and John 
on Sunday next before the feast of St. James the Apostle in the eighth year 
of the reign of the present king, [21st July, 1314,] by force and arms assaulted, 
beat, wounded and ill-treated the aforesaid William in the vill of Finedon, 
against the peace, etc. to the damage of the same William of 13 5.4 d. There- 
fore it is adjudged that the aforesaid William recover his damages aforesaid. 
And let the aforesaid Henry, Henry, Robert and John be kept in custody, 
etc. Nothing from the fine because it is assigned to Hugh le Noble, bailiff. 

Damages [1 markd], The plaintiff acknowledges that he has received 
satisfaction, etc. 


126. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Robertus le Melnere 
de Shipton’ querens et Simon seruiens Johannis de Lokenouere in Slipton’ 
et Henricus le Somenour defendentes se posuerunt quod die Martis 
proxima post Pascha Floridum anno regni regis nunc septimo predicti 
Simon et Henricus vi et armis ipsum Robertum in domo ipsius Roberti 
apud Slypton’ insultauerunt verberauerunt . vulnerauerunt et maletrac- 
tauerunt contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Roberti tresdecim soli- 
dorum et quatuor denariorum Ideo consideratum est quod predictus 
Robertus recuperet dampna sua predicta. Et predicti Simon et Henricus 
custodiantur . etc. [marg. custodiantur]. Postea predicti Simon et 
Henricus venerunt et fecerunt finem per dimidiam m. per plegium 
Stephani Shadewe [marg. finis dj’ m. | 

Dampna [j . marca . vnde xl . d. clericis¢]. Soluit tam parti 
quam clericis. 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Robert the Miller of Slipton, 
plaintiff, and Simon servant of John de Lewknor in Slipton, and Henry the 
Summoner, defendants, put themselves that on the Tuesday after Palm Sunday 
in the seventh year of the reign of the present king [2nd April 1314] the afore- 
said Simon and Henry by force and arms assaulted, beat, wounded and ill- 
treated the same Robert in the house of the same Robert at Slipton against 
the peace etc., to the damage of the same Robert of 13 s. 4 d. Therefore it 
is adjudged that the aforesaid Robert recover his damages aforesaid. And let 
the aforesaid Simon and Henry be kept in custody etc. Afterwards the afore- 
said Simon and Henry came and made fine by half a mark on the surety of 
Stephen Shadow. 

Damages [one mark, of which 40 d. to the clerksd] He paid to the party 
as well as to the clerks. 

127. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Willelmus Tollard 
de Whytefeld’ querens . et Rogerus Flekeman de Whitefeld . defendens 
se posuerunt . quod die dominica proxima post festum Sancti Laurencij 
anno regni regis nunc octauo predictus Rogerus apud Whytefeld’ pre- 
dicto Willelmo nullam fecit transgressionem contra pacem etc. Ideo 
consideratum est quod predictus Rogerus inde sine die. Et predictus 
Willelmus nichil capiat per querelam suam set sit in misericordia pro 
falso clamore etc. [marg.xd.*|  [marg. misericordia| 

It is found by the jury of the country on which William Tollard of Whit- 
held, plaintiff, and Roger Flekeman of Whitfield, defendant, put themselves, 


that on Sunday next after the feast of St. Lawrence in the eighth year of the 
reign of the present king {llth August 1314] the aforesaid Roger made no 


moos ae — 


1 of, 123. 
2 Nichil . . . Balliuo”’’ added. 
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trespass at Whitfield against the aforesaid William, against the peace etc. 

Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid Roger go thereof without day. 

And let the aforesaid William take nothing by his suit but be in mercy for a 

false claim etc. 

128. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Susanna de Bel- 
graue querens . et Johannes [Le] Fraunceys de Stauerton’ defendens . se 
posuerunt quod predictus Johannes die Lune proxima post festum 
Asscencionis domini Anno regni regis nunc septimo in villa de Stauerton’ 
cepit vaccam predicte Susanne et vi et armis eandam [ab'|duxit contra 
pacem etc. et eandem vaccam verberauit et maletractauit vnde mortua 
est . ad dampnum ipsius Susanne . vigintisolidorum. Ideo consideratum 
est quod predicta Susanna recuperet dampna sua predicta. Et predictus 
Johannes custodiatur . etc. [marg. custodiatur]. Postea predictus 
Johannes fecit finem per dimidiam marcam per plegium Johannis le 
Mareschal de Welton’ . et Ade filij Ade de Euerdon’ etc. [marg. finis 
dj. m.4] 

Dampna . xx‘, s. vnde . dj . m.clericis xld.marescallo. Soluit totum. 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Susanna of Belgrave, 

plaintiff, and John le Fraunceys of Staverton, defendant, put themselves, 
that the aforesaid John on Monday next after the feast of the Ascension in 
the seventh year of the reign of the present king [20th May, 1314] took in the 
vill of Staverton a cow belonging to the aforesaid Susanna, and by force and 
arms led her away against the peace etc., and beat and ill-treated her, whereof 
she died, to the damage of the same Susanna of 20 s. . Therefore it is adjudged 
that the aforesaid Susanna recover her damages aforesaid. And let the afore- 
said John be kept in custody etc. Afterwards the aforesaid John made fine 
by half a mark on the surety of John le Mareschal of Welton and Adam son 
of Adam of Everdon etc. 

Damages 20 s., whereof half a mark to the clerks, 40 d. to the marshal. 

He paid the whole sum. 

129. Ricardus Knyght’ de Rauenesthorp’ querens . optulit se’ 
versus Willelmum Walter de Rauenesthorp’ et Thomam filium eius . et 
Johannem atte Welle de Rauenesthorp’ defendentes de placito trans- 
gressionis .etc. Et predicti Willelmus Thomas et Johannes non venerunt. 
Et Willelmus fuit attachiatus per Adam [x . d. ambo !2"¢¢] de Tekne 
et Robertum Walter. Et Thomas filius attachiatus per plegium Willelmi 
Walter [x d. ambo  244-] et Roberti Walter. Et Johannes fuit attach- 
iatus per plegium Willelmi Walter [x d. ambo! #744] et Roberti Walter. 
Ideo ipsiin misericordia. etc. [marg. misericordia‘]. Et predicti Willel- 
mus . Thomas et Johannes distringantur per omnes terras etc. Et quod 
de exitibus . etc. Et quod habeat corpora eorum etc. Hic die sabbati in 
festo Sancti Bartholemei etc. ‘ 

Richard Knight of Ravensthorpe, plaintiff, offered himself against William 
Walter of Ravensthorpe and Thomas his son, and John at the Well of Ravens- 
thorp, defendants, on a plea of trespass etc. And the aforesaid William, 
Thomas and John did not come. And William was attached by Adam of 
Teeton and Robert Walter. And Thomas the son was attached on the surety 
of William Walter and Robert Walter. And John was attached on the surety 
of William Walter and Robert Walter. Therefore they are in mercy etc. 
And the aforesaid William, Thomas and John are distrained by all lands etc. 

“And that concerning the issues etc. And that he have the bodies etc. here 
on Saturday, the feast of St. Bartholemew [24th August 1314] etc. 

130. Radulfus le Carpenter de Eston’ querens optulit se uersus 
Simonem le Brewester’ de Eston’ de placito transgressionis etc. Et 
predictus Simon non venit. Et fuit attachiatus per Johannem le Low 
(.x.d.i] et Willelmum Freman. Ideo ipsi in misericordia. [marg. 
misericordia’|, Et preceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat predictum 
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Simonem per omnes terras etc. Ita quod nec etc. Et quod de exitibus 
. etc. Et quod habeat etc. Hic die Sabbati in festo Sancti Bartholemet 
etc: z 

Ralph the Carpenter of Easton, plaintiff, offered himself against Simon 
the Brewster of Easton on a plea of trespass etc. And the aforesaid Simon 
did not come and was attached by John le Low and William Freman. There- 
fore they are in mercy. And the sheriff is ordered to distrain the aforesaid 
Simon by all lands etc. So that neither etc. And that concerning the issues 
etc. And that he have etc. here on Saturday, the feast of St. Bartholemew 
[24th August 1314] etc. 

131. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Adam filtus Nicholai 
de Irtlyngburgh’ querens . et Robertus Parys Capellanus . Adam Ace 
[et'] Ricardus Richer defendentes se posuerunt . quod predictus Adam 
Ace die dominica proxima post festum Apostolorum Petri et Pauli anno 
regni regis nunc septimo predictum Adam filium Nicholai in villa de 
Irtlyngburgh’ vi et armes [sic] insultauit . verberauit vulnerauit et male- 
tractauit contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Ade filij Nicholai duorum 
solidorum. Et quod predicti Robertus et Ricardus nullam fecerunt 
predicto Ade filij Nicholai transgressionem etc. Ideo consideratum est 
quod predictus Adam filius Nicholai recuperet dampna sua predicta 
uersus predictum Adam Ace. Et predictus Adam Ace custodiatur . etc. 
(marg. custodiatur!. Et predictus Adam filius Nicholai in misericordia 
pro falso clamore uersus alios etc. [marg. misericordia x d.¢]. Postea 
predictus Adam Ace fecit finem per xl den’ per plegium Ricardi Richer 
et Willelmi de Sudburgh . etc. [marg. finis xl d.4]! 

Dampna ij s. Satisfecit parti etc. 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Adam son of Nicholas of 
Irthlingborough, plaintiff, and Robert Parys, chaplain, Adam Ace and Richard 
Richer, defendants, put themselves, that the aforesaid Adam Ace on Sunday 
next after the feast of the Apostles Peter and Paul in the seventh year of the 
reign of the present king [30th June, 1314], by force and arms assaulted, beat, 
wounded and ill-treated the aforesaid Adam son of Nicholas, in the vill of 
Irthlingborough, against the peace etc. to the damage of Adam son of Nicholas, | 

of 2 s. And that the aforesaid Robert and Richard made no trespass etc. 
.against the aforesaid Adam son of Nicholas. Therefore it is adjudged that 
the aforesaid Adam son of Nicholas recover his damages aforesaid against the 
aforesaid Adam Ace. And let the aforesaid Adam Ace be kept in custody etc. 

And the aforesaid Adam son of Nicholas is in mercy for a false claim against 

the others etc. Afterwards the aforesaid Adam Ace made fine by 40 d. on the 

surety of Richard Richer of Sudborough etc. 

Damages 2s. He made satisfaction to the party etc. 

132, Galfridus Balle de Shipton’ querens . uersus Simonem Her- 
ward et Henricum filium eius et Henricum le Somenour de placito trans- 
gressionis in Slipton’ non est prosecutus. Ideo predicti Simon Henricus 
et Henricus inde sine die. Et predictus Galfridus et plegij sui de pro- 
sequendo in misericordia . videlicet Philippus Tiffil et Simon de Sutton’ 
etc. |[marg. xx d. omnes . misericordie‘]. 

Geoffrey Balle of Slipton, plaintiff, against Simon Herward and Henry 

_ his son, and Henry the Summoner on a plea of trespass in Slipton, does not 
proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Simon, Henry, and Henry go 
thereof without day, etc. And the aforesaid Geoffrey and the pledges of 
prosecution are in mercy, to wit, Philip Tiffil and Simon of Sutton etc. 

133. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Reginaldus atte 
Couhous de Carleton’ querens . et Robertus filius Henrici le Skynnere 
de’ Carleton’ defendens se posuerunt quod predictus Robertus die Jouis 


1 see 77 and 104. 
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proxima post festum Pasche anno regni regis nunc septimo nullam fecit 
transgressionem predicto Reginaldo in villa de Carleton’ contra pacem 
etc. Ideo predictus Robertus inde sine die. Et predictus Reginaldus in 
misericordia pro falso clamore . etc. [marg. x d misericordia®}! 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Reginald at the Cowhouse 
of Carlton, plaintiff, and Robert son of Henry the Skinner of Carlton, defen- 
dant, put themselves, that the aforesaid Robert on the Thursday next after 
Easter in the seventh year of the reign of the present king [11th April, 1314] 
made no trespass against the aforesaid Reginald in the vill of Carlton, against 
the peace etc. Therefore it is awarded that the aforesaid Robert go thereof 
without day, and that the aforesaid Reginald be in mercy for a false claim etc. 

134. Johannes filius Galfridi le Maczon de Ryngestede querens . 
uersus Walterum le Mayster de Ryngestede de placito transgressionis 
in villa de Thrapston’ non est prosecutus. Ideo predictus Walterus inde 
sine die. Et predictus Johannes et plegij sui de prosequendo in miseri- 
cordia videlicet Henricus Edward et Rogerus in the Mersh’ . etc. |marg. 
xx d. omnes misericordie“]. 

John son of Geoffrey the Mason of Ringstead, plaintiff against Walter le 
Mayster of Ringstead on a plea of trespass in the vill of Thrapston does not 
proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Walter goes thereof without 
day. And the aforesaid John and his pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to 
wit, Henry Edward and Roger in the Marsh, etc. 

135. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Johannes Cokerel 
querens et Johannes le Oylemakyere de Tychemersh’ Simon de Moles- 
worth’ Thomas Bate Henricus le Honner’ et Agnes vxor eius . Thomas 
Leydeterr’ . Willelmus le Webbester’ et Johannes Page defendentes se 
posuerunt . quod predicti Johannes le Oylemakyere et alij die Mercuri 
proxima ante festum Sancte Margarete anno regni regis nunc octauo 
blada predicti Johannis Cokerel apud Thrapston’ ad valenciam . xx . s. 
non messuerunt nec asportauerunt nec aliquam transgressionem el 
fecerunt contra pacem . etc. Ideo consideratum est quod _predicti 
Johannes le Oylemakyere et alij inde sine die. Et predictus Johannes 
Cokerel in misericordia pro falso clamore [marg. x. d. misericordia‘]. 


It is found by the jury of the country on which John Cokerel, plaintiff, 
and John the Oilmaker of Titchmarsh, Simon of Molesworth, Thomas Bate, 
Henry the Honnerer and Agnes his wife, Thomas Leydeterr’, William the 
Webster, and John Page, defendants, put themselves, that the aforesaid John 
the Oilmaker and the others on Wednesday next before the feast of St. Margaret 
in the eighth year of the reign of the present king [17th July 1314] did not 
reap nor carry away grain to the value of twenty shillings belonging to the 
aforesaid John Cokerel at Thrapston, nor did they commit any trespass against 
him, against the peace etc. Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid John 
the Oilmaker and the others go thereof without day, and that the aforesaid 
John Cokerel be in mercy for a false claim. 


136. Idem Johannes Cokerel querens optulit se uersus Henricum 
Oude . Johannem filius Johannis Leydeterre et Henricum Le Bakere 
de placito transgressionis contra pacem etc. Et predicti Henricus 
Johannes filius Johannis . et Henricus non venerunt. Et predictus Henri- 
cus Oude fuit attachiatus per Johannem le Oylemakyere [x d. amboi 44} 
et Hugonem Assher. Et Johannes filius Johannis Leydeterre attachiatus 
fuit per Galfridum Mayeu [x d. ambot#"4¢] et Thomam Bate. Ideo 
ipsi in misericordia. [marg. misericordie*]. Et predicti Henricus et 
Johannes distringantur per omnes terras etc. [marg. dis’ Terr’| Ita 
quod nec etc. Et quod de Exitibus etc. Et quod vicecomes habeat 


1 of. 138, 
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corpora etc. hic die sabbati in festo Sancti Bartholemei etc. Et 
vicecomes testatur quod predictus Henricus le Bakere non est inuentus 
nec aliquid habet etc. Ideo ipse capiatur etc. [A word illeg., in margin 


here | 

The same John Cokerel, plaintiff, offered himself against Henry Oude, 
John son of John Leydeterre and Henry the Baker on a plea of trespass against 
the peace etc. And the aforesaid Henry, John son of John, and Henry did 
not come. And the aforesaid Henry Oude was attached by John the Oilmaker 
and Hugh Assher. And John son of John Leydeterre was attached by Godfrey 
Mayeu and Thomas Bate. Therefore they are in mercy. And the aforesaid 
Henry and John are distrained by all lands etc. So that neither etc. And 
that concerning the issues etc. And that the sheriff have their bodies etc. 
here on Saturday in the feast of St. Bartholemew [24th August 1314]. And 
the sheriff bears witness that the aforesaid Henry the Baker is not found, 
and has nothing etc. Therefore let him be taken etc. 

137. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Robertus de 
Parys Capellanus querens . et Nicholaus filius Johannis de Irtlyngburgh’ 
defendens se posuerunt quod predictus Nicholaus die Mercurij proxima 
post festum Sancti Petri Ad Vincula anno regni regis nunc octauo vi et 
armes [sic] bona et catalla predicti Roberti in villa de Irtlyngburgh’ cepit 
et asportauit contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Roberti . xij . 
denariorum. Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Robertus recuperet 
dampna sua predicta. Et predictus Nicholaus custodiatur etc. Postea 
fecit finem per . xx . d. per plegium Gilberti Belle etc. [marg. xx d4]. 

Dampna . xij. d. Soluit clameum in Curiam etc. 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Robert de Parys, chap- 
lain, plaintiff, and Nicholas son of John of Irthlingborough, defendant, put 
themselves, that the aforesaid Nicholas on Wednesday next after the feast of 
St. Peter Advincula in the eighth year of the reign of the present king [7th 
August, 1314], took and carried away by force and arms the goods and chattels 
of the aforesaid Robert in the vill of Irthlingborough against the peace etc., 
to the damage of the same Robert of 12 d. Therefore it is adjudged that the 
aforesaid Robert recover his damages aforesaid. And that the aforesaid 
Nicholas be kept in custody etc. Afterwards he made fine by 20 d. on the 
surety of Gilbert Belle etc. 

Damages 12 d. He paid the claim into court etc. 


[M.6.] ADHUC DE QUERELIS ET TRANSGRESSIONIBUS APUD NORHT’ 
DIE ET ANNO SUPRADICTIS ETC.! SPIGURNEL. 


Further concerning plaints and trespasses at Northampton on the day 
and year aforesaid, etc. 


138. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Robertus filius 
Henrici le Skynnere de Carleton’ querens et Johannes filius Willelmi 
Berner de Carleton’ . Henricus de Luffewyk’ de Carleton’ . Willelmus le 
Berner . Johannes filius Roberti Johan Reginaldus of the Couhous 
Thomas Ploumcarte . Nigellus filius Ricardi le W{h']elwryghte et Robertus 
Rakepas defendentes se posuerunt quod predicti Johannes . Henricus . 
Willelmus Johannes Reginaldus Thomas Nigellus et Robertus Rakepas 
die Lune proxima ante festum Inuencionis sancte Crucis anno regni 
regis nunc septimo nullam fecerunt transgressionem predicto Roberto 
filio Henrici contra pacem etc. Ideo consideratum est quod predicti 
Johannes et alij inde sine die. Et predictus Robertus filius Henrici 


1 see p. XxXXvii, where the suggestion that the cases enrolled on this membrane 
came before the supervisors on August 24th is discussed. 
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nichil capiat per querelam suam set sit in misericordia pro falso clamore 
etc. [marg. x d. misericordia?]}! 


It is found by a jury of the country on which Robert son of Henry the 
Skinner of Carlton, plaintiff, and John son of William Berner of Carlton, 
Henry de Lowick of Carlton, William le Berner, John son of Robert Johan, 
Reginald of the Cowhouse, Thomas Ploumcarte, Nigel son of Richard the Wheel- 
wright and Robert Rakepas, defendants, put themselves, that the aforesaid 
John, Henry, William, John, Reginald, Thomas, Nigel and Robert Rakepas 
on the Monday before the Invention of the Holy Cross in the seventh year of 
the reign of the present king [April 29th, 1314] did not commit any trespass 
against the aforesaid Robert son of Henry, against the peace etc. Therefore 
it is awarded that the aforesaid John and the others go thereof without day, 
and the aforesaid Robert son of Henry take nothing by his suit but be in mercy 
for a false claim etc. 

139. Willelmus le Freman de Eston’ et Isabella vxor eius querentes 
uersus Simonem le Brewester’ de Eston’ et Isabellam vxorem eius de 
placito transgressionis in villam de Eston’ non sunt prosecuti. Tdeo 
predicti Simon et Isabella vxor eius inde sine die. Et predicti Willelmus 
et Isabella vxor eius et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia . vide- 
licet Johannes Le Low de Eston’ et Simon filius Petri de Strixton’ etc. 
(marg. xd. omnes misericordie®] 

William le Freman of Easton and Isabel his wife, plaintiffs, against Simon 
the Brewster of Easton and Isabel his wife on a plea of trespass in the vill of 
Easton do not proceed with their suit. Therefore the aforesaid Simon and 
Isabel his wife go thereof without day. And the aforesaid William and Isabel, 
his wife, and their pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, John le Low 
of Easton and Simon, son of Peter of Strixton etc. 

140. Simon le Brewestere de Eston’ Mauduyt et Isabella vxor 
eius querentes uersus Willelmum le Freman de Eston’ Mauduyt et Isabel- 
lam vxorem eius de placito transgressionis in Eston Mauduyt non sunt 
prosecuti. Ideo predicti Willelmus et Isabella vxor eius inde sine die. 
Et predicti Simon et Isabella vxor eius et plegij sui de prosequendo in 
misericordia videlicet Willelmus filius Reginaldi et Johannes Le Low . 
etc. [marg. xd omnes misericordie®| 

Simon the Brewster of Easton Maudit and Isabel his wife, plaintiffs, against 
William le Freman of Easton Maudit and Isabel his wife, on a plea of trespass 
in Easton Maudit do not proceed with their suit. Therefore the aforesaid 
William and Isabel his wife go thereof without day. And the aforesaid Simon 
and Isabel his wife and their pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, William 
son of Reginald and John le Low etc. ; 

141. Stephanus le Tyler de Pyttesle querens uersus Ricardum 
Capellanum de Orlyngebere de placito transgressionis in villa de Orlyng- 
ber’ non est prosecutus Ideo predictus Ricardus inde sine die Et 
predictus Stephanus et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia . vide- 
licet. Thomas le Eyr et Willelmus le Knyght . etc. [marg. xd omnes 
misericordie“]. 

Stephen the Tiler of Pytchley, plaintiff, against Richard the chaplain of 
Orlingbury on a plea of trespass in the vill of Orlingbury does not proceed with 
the suit. Therefore the aforesaid Richard goes thereof without day, and 
the aforesaid Stephen and his pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, 
Thomas le Eyr and William le Knyght etc. 

142. Henricus Aubry de Wermyngton’ querens uersus Simonem 
filium Roberti de Pappele . Willelmum filium Roberti le Prouost’ Gal- 
fridum Freman de Pappele et Thomam Frelond de Pappele . de placito 
transgressionis . in Wermyngton’ non est prosecutus. Ideo predicti 
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Simon et alij inde sine die. Et predictus Henricus et plegij sui de prose- 
quendo in misericordia . videlicet . Willelmus in le Wro et Johannes 
filius Nicholai etc. [mavg. xxd omnes misericordie®]. 

Henry Aubry of Warmington, plaintiff against Simon son of Robert of 
Papley, William son of Robert the Provost, Geoffrey Freman of Papley and 
Thomas Frelond of Papley on a plea of trespass in Warmington, does not proceed 
with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Simon and the others go thereof without 
day, and the aforesaid Henry and his pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, 
William in le Wro and John son of Nicholas etc. 

| 143. Thomas de Sancto Hillario querens optulit se uersus Martinum 

filium Willelmi de Vpton et Agnetem vxorem eius de placito transgres- 
sionis in Vpton’ tuxta Norht’. Et predicti Martinus et Agnes non veni- 
unt. Et vicecomes testatur quod sunt attachiati per plegium Henrici 
Edward [x. d. ambo! *"4 ¢] et Hugonis Edward. Ideo ipsi in misericordia . 
etc. [marg. misericordie’]. Et preceptum est vicecomiti quod dis- 
tringat predictos Martinum et Agnetem per omnes terras . etc. Et 
quod de exitibus etc. Et quod habeat corpora etc. apud Norht’ in 
Crastino Circumcisione Domini etc. 

Thomas of St. Hilary, plaintiff, offered himself against Martin, son of 
William of Upton, and Agnes his wife, on a plea of trespass in Upton near 
Northampton. And the aforesaid Martin and Agnes do not come. And the 
sheriff bears witness that they were attached on the surety of Henry Edward 
and Hugh Edward. Therefore they are in mercy etc. And the sheriff is 
ordered to distrain the aforesaid Martin and Agnes by all lands etc. And 
that concerning the issues etc. And that he have their bodies etc. at North- 
ampton on the morrow of the feast of the Circumcision [2nd January 1315] etc. 
144. Johannes filius Walteri in the Orchard de Barton’ Thorp’ 

querens . uersus Rogerum filium Johannis le Yonge de parua Houghton’ 
de placito transgressionis [in parua Houghton’!] non est prosecutus. 
Ideo predictus Rogerus inde sine die. Et predictus Johannes et plegij 
sui de prosequendo in misericordia videlicet Willelmus in le Orchard 
et Simon in le Orchard’ etc. [marg. x d. misericordie“]. 

John son of Walter in the Orchard of Barton Thorpe!, plaintiff against 
Roger son of John Young of Little Houghton on a plea of trespass in Little 
Houghton, does not proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Roger 
goes thereof without day. And the aforesaid John and his pledges of. prose- 
cution are in mercy, to wit, William in the Orchard, and Simon in the Orchard 
etc. 

145. Johannes Burgeys de Norhampton’ querens optulit se uersus 
Johannem de Burcote de Gayton’ . Willelmum Walter de Horpol . 
Ricardum Godard . Robertum Godard . Johannem Fabrum . Walterum 
Frebern . de Duston’ et Andream de Euerwyk’ de placito transgressionis 
in Duston’. Et predicti Johannes de Burcote . Willelmus . Ricardus 
Robertus Johannes Faber Walterus et Andreas non venerunt. Et 
preceptum fuit vicecomiti quod distringeret eos per omnes terras etc. 
[Et quod de exitibus etc.‘] Et vicecomes testatur . quod predictus Willel- 
mus Walter de Horpol districtus est per catalla ad valenciam . sex dena- 
riorum. Et nichilominus Adam Moryn . Willelmus [xx . d omnesi2"4 ca 
Roger Johannes Moryn . et Rogerus Gregori manuceperunt eum etc. 
[marg. Exitus vj d.4]. Ideo ipsi in misericordia etc. [marg. miseri- 
cordia] Et Ricardus Godard districtus fuit per catalla ad valenciam . 
vj . 4. [marg. Exitus vj 4.4]. Et nichilominus Simon filius Johannis 
[xxd omnes']. Adam Moryn . Willelmus Bacheler et Stephanus Freman. 


1 Probably Dowthorpe End in Earls Barton. 
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manuceperunt eum etc. Ideo ipsi in misericordia etc. [marg. miseri- 
cordia Exitus vj d.4]. Et Robertus Godard districtus est per catalla 
ad valenciam . vj . d. Et nichilominus Johannes Bacheler . [xx. d'] 
Stephanus Freman . Willelmus Roger et Adam Moryn . manuceperunt 
eum etc. Ideo ipsi in misericordia etc. [marg. misericordia Exitus 
vj d.4] Et Johannes Faber districtus est per catalla ad valenciam 
vj d. Et nichilominus Johannes Frebern . [xx d.' *¢¢] Stephanus 
Frebern . Adam Gerard et Adam Moryn manuceperunt eum etc. Ideo 
ipsi in misericordia etc. [marg. misericordia exitus vj d.4] Et Walterus 
Frebern districtus est per catalla ad valenciam . vj .d. Et nichilominus 
Stephanus Freman . [xxd. omnes'] Johannes Frebern . Johannes Prest’ 
et Adam Bacheler manuceperunt eum . etc. Ideo ipsi in misericordia . 
etc. [Et de predicto Andrea vicecomes testatur quod non est inuentus 
nec aliquid habet etc.‘] Et preceptum est vicecomiti sicut alias quod 
distringat predictos Willelmum et alios etc. per omnes terras etc. Et 
quod de exitibus etc. Et quod capiat predictum Andream etc. Et 
quod habeat corpora eorum hic in Crastino Circumcisionis domint . etc. 


John Burgeys of Northampton, plaintiff, offered himself against John de 
Burcote of Gayton, William Walter of Harpole, Richard Godard, Robert 
Godard, John the Smith, Walter Frebern of Duston and Andrew de Euerwyk’ 
on a plea of trespass in Duston. And the aforesaid John de Burcote, William, 
Richard, Robert, John the Smith, Walter, and Andrew did not come. And 
the sheriff was ordered to distrain them by all lands etc. And that concerning 
the issues etc. And the sheriff bears witness that William Walter of Harpole 
is distrained by chattels to the value of sixpence. And nevertheless Adam 
Moryn, William Roger, John Moryn, and Roger Gregory mainperned him, etc. 
Therefore they are in mercy. And Richard Godard was distrained by chattels 
to the value of sixpence. And nevertheless Simon son of John, Adam Moryn, 
William Bacheler and Stephan Freman mainperned him, etc. Therefore they 
are in mercy etc. And Robert Godard was distrained by chattels to the value 
of sixpence. And nevertheless John Bacheler, Stephen Freman, William 
Roger, and Adam Moryn mainperned him. Therefore they are in mercy etc. 
And John the Smith is distrained by chattels to the value of sixpence. And 
nevertheless John Frebern, Stephen Frebern, Adam Gerard, and Adam Moryn 
mainperned him, etc. Therefore they are in mercy etc. And Walter Frebern 
was distrained by chattels to the value of sixpence. And nevertheless Stephan 
Freman, John Frebern, John Prest and Adam Bacheler mainperned him. 
Therefore they are in mercy etc. And concerning the aforesaid Andrew the 
sheriff bears witness that he has not been found neither has anything, etc. 
And the sheriff is ordered as at another time to distrain the aforesaid William 
and the others by all lands etc. And that concerning the issues etc. And 
that he take the aforesaid Andrew. And that he have their bodies here on 
the morrow of the Circumcision, [2nd January 1315] etc. 


146. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Radulfus filius 
Willelmi le Mouner . querens . et Willelmus de Latthebury Willelmus filius 
Radulfi Le Carpenter et Robertus filius Michaelis de Waldegraue defen- 
dentes se posuerunt quod predicti Willelmus . Willelmus et Robertus . 
die Jouis in festo Sancti Jacobi Apostoli . anno regni regis nunc . octauo 
nullam fecerunt predicto Radulfo transgressionem contra pacem etc. 
Ideo consideratum est quod predicti Willelmus . Willelmus et Robertus 
inde sine die. Et predictus Radulfus nichil capiat per querelam suam 
set sit in misericordia pro falso clamore . etc. [marg. vj d. misericordia‘] 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Ralph son of William le 
Mouner, [? Moneyer] plaintiff, and William of Lathbury, William son of Ralph 
the Carpenter, and Robert son of Michael of Walgrave, defendants, put them- 
selves, that the aforesaid William, William, and Robert, on Thursday in the 


feast of St. James the Apostle in the eighth year of the reign of the present 
king [lst August 1314] made no trespass against the aforesaid Ralph against 
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the peace etc. Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid William, William, 

and Robert go thereof without day, and that the aforesaid Ralph take nothing 

by his suit but be in mercy for a false claim etc. 

147. Thomas Blome de Burgo Sancti Petri! querens optulit se 
versus Willelmum Lymbot’ de Alwolton’ et Robertum Menyuer de 
Burgo . de placito transgressionis contra pacem. Et ipsi non veniunt. 
Et vicecomes testatur quod predictus Willelmus attachiatus fuit per 
Johannem Lymbod . [x d. ambo! 44] et Robertum de Burgo. Et 
predictus Robertus Menyuer per Hugonem Prest [x d. ambo'] et Warinum 
filium Hugonis Ideo ipsi in misericordia. Et preceptum est vicecomiti 
quod distringat eos per omnes terras etc. Et quod habeat corpora eorum 
hic ad prefatum diem etc. [marg. misericordia‘! 

Thomas Blome of Peterborough, plaintiff, offered himself against William 
Lymbot of Alwalton and Robert Menyuer of Burgh on a plea of trespass against 
the peace. And they do not come. And the sheriff bears witness that the 
aforesaid William was attached by John Lymbod and Robert of Burgh. And 
the aforesaid Robert Menyuer, by Hugh Prest and Warin son of Hugh. There- 
for they are in mercy. And the sheriff is ordered to distrain them by all lands 
etc. And that he have their bodies here on the aforesaid day etc. 

148. Simon de Orlingbergh’ . non est prosecutus querelam suam 
versus Henricum de Draghton’ . et Simonem filtuam eius Ideo predicti 
Henricus et Simon filius eius inde sine die. Et predictus Simon et 
plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia videlicet Adam Pastay et 
Henricus Pastey. [marg. xxd. omnes misericordia®! 

Simon of Orlingbury does not proceed with his suit against Henry of 
Draughton and Simon his son. Therefore the aforesaid Henry and Simon 
his son go thereof without day. And the aforesaid Simon and his pledges of 
prosecution are in mercy, to wit, Adam Pastay and Henry Pastey. 

149. Ricardus Wyrrok de Hegham ferers optulit se uersus Adam 
Le Barkere de Hegham ferers de placito transgressionis contra pacem. 
Et ipse non venit. Et fuit attachiatus per Willelmum [x d. ambo! 2"¢ 4] 
Le Barkere et Gilbertum Friday. Ideo ipsi in misericordia. Et pre- 
ceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat eos . per omnes terras etc. Et 
quod habeat corpus eius hic ad prefatum diem. [marg. misericordia‘] 

Richard Wyrrok of Higham Ferrers offered himself against Adam the 
Barker of Higham Ferrers on a plea of trespass against the peace. And he 
did not come. And he was attached by William the Barker and Gilbert Friday. 
Therefore they are in mercy. And the sheriff is ordered to distrain them by 
all lands etc. And that he have his body here on the aforesaid day. 

150. Radulfus Le Carpenter de Eston’ optulit se uersus Simonem 
le Breustere de Eston’ de placito transgressionis contra pacem. Et 
ipse non venit venit [sic]. Et fuit attachiatus per Johannem [x. d. 
ambo! "441 Le Lou et Willelmum Freman. Ideo ipsi in misericordia. 
Et preceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat eum per omnes terras etc. 
Et quod habeat corpus eius hic ad prefatum diem etc. [marg. miseri- 
cordia® |? 

Ralph the Carpenter of Easton offered himself against Simon the Brewster 
of Easton on a plea of trespass against the peace. And he did not come. And 
he was attached by John le Lou and William Freman. Therefore they are 
in mercy. And the sheriff is ordered to distrain him by all lands etc. And 
that he have his body here on the aforesaid day, etc. 

151. Simon filius Roberti de Dauentr’ optulit se uersus Willelmum 
Le Mazon de Preston’ de Falewesle de placito transgressionis contra 
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pacem. Et ipse non venit Et fuit attachiatus per Willelmum [x d. 
ambo! 4"? ¢) de Hampton’ et Johannem Reynold de Baddeby. Ideo 
ipsi in misericordia. Et preceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat eos . 
per omnes terras etc. Et quod habeat corpus eius hic ad prefatum diem 
etc. [marg. misericordia‘] 

Simon son of Robert of Daventry offered himself against William the 
Mason of Preston! of Fawsley on a plea of trespass against the peace. And 
he did not come. And he was attached by William de Hampton and John 
Reynold of Badby. Therefore they are in mercy. And the sheriff is ordered 
to distrain them by all lands etc. And that he have their bodies here on the 
aforesaid day etc. 
152a. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Thomas de 

Staunton’ de Herleston’ . Henricus Sebode de eadem . Thomas Bray 
de eadem . Osbertus Molendinarius de eadem singillatim querentes . et 
Willelmus Le Messer . Abbatis sancti Jacobi extra Norht’ . Philippus de 
Keyrwent’ defendentes se posuerunt . quod predicti Willelmus et Philip- 
pus die veneris in vigilia Sancti Bartholemei anno Regis nunc octauo . 
noctanter . apud Daylyngton’ . in ipsos Thomam . Henricum . Thomam 
et Osbertum . vi . et armis insultum fecerunt . et ipsos verberauerunt . 
winerauerunt et maletractauerunt contra pacem etc. ad dampnum 
predicti Thome de Staunton’ . tresdecim solidorum et quatuor dena- 
riorum . ad dampnum predicti Henrici Sebold viginti solidorum . ad 
dampnum predicti Thome de Bray viginti solidorum et ad dampnum 
predicti Osberti quadraginta denariorum. 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Thomas de Staunton’ 
of Harlestone, Henry Sebode of the same, Thomas Bray of the same, Osbert 
the Miller of the same, severally plaintiffs, and William the Reaper of the 
abbot of St. James without Northampton, and Philip de Keyrwent, defen- 
dants, put themselves, that the aforesaid William and Philip on Friday, in 
the vigil of St. Bartholemew in the eighth year of the reign of the present king 
[23rd August, 1314], by night assaulted the same Thomas, Henry, Thomas 
and Osbert by force and arms at Dallington, and beat, wounded and ill-treated 
them against the peace, etc., to the damage of the aforesaid Thomas de Staunton 
of 13s. 4 d., to the damage of the aforesaid Henry Sebold of 20 s., to the damage 
of the aforesaid Thomas de Bray of 20 s., and to the damage of the aforesaid 
Osbert of forty pence. 
152b. Conuictum [est]eciam pereandem Juratam quod predicti Henri- 

cus Sebold Thomas de Bray et Osbertus Molendinarius vice-uersa predictis 
die et anno . in predictos Willelmum Le Messer . et Philippum de Keyr- 
went ibidem insultum fecerunt et verberauerunt vulnerauerunt et male 
tractauerunt contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Willelmi Le Messer 
viginti solidorum et ad dampnum predicti Philippi tresdecim solidorum 
et octo denariorum. Ideo consideratum est quod vtraque pars uersus 
alteram . singillatim . recuperent dampna sua predicta . et omnes preter 
predictum Thomam de Stanton’ custodiantur. [marg. custodiantur4]. 
Postea partes predicte . alter alteri remiserunt dampna .etc. Postea pre- 
dicti Henricus Sebod . Thomas de Bray . et Osbertus fecerunt finem . 
cum domino . Rege . per . v. s. [marg. finis v s.4] per plegium alter 
alterius. Et predictus Willelmus Le Messer fecit finem per viginti 
denarios per plegium Ade Syberd. [marg. finis. xx d.4] Et predictus 
Philippus fecit finem per viginti denarios per plegium Ade de Wykele 
mare, Tins xx. 49). 


It is also found by the same jury that the aforesaid Henry Sebold, Thomas 
de Bray, and Osbert the Miller, by turn on the aforesaid day and year, assaulted 
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the aforesaid William the Reaper and Philip de Keyrwent there, and beat, 
wounded and ill-treated them against the peace etc., to the damage of the 
same William le Messer’ of 20 s., and to the damage of the aforesaid Philip of 
13 s. 8d. Therefore it is adjudged that either party recover his damages 
aforesaid severally against the other. And let all except the aforesaid Thomas 
de Staunton be kept in custody. Afterwards the parties aforesaid remitted 
the damages etc. to each other. Afterwards the aforesaid Henry Selod, Thomas 
de Bray and Osbert made fine with the lord king by 5 s. on the surety, each 
of the other. And the aforesaid William the Reaper made fine by 20 d. on 
the surety of Adam Syberd. And the aforesaid Philip made fine by twenty 
pence on the surety of Adam of Weekley. 


[M. 6d.] PLACITA DE QUERELIS . VILLE NORHT’ DIE ET ANNO. SUPRA- 
DICTIS. 


Pleas concerning suits of the Town of Northampton on the aforesaid 
day and year. 


153a. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Johannes Danyel 
de Wolaxton’ querens . et Robertus Etewel defendens se posuerunt . 
quod predictus Robertus vna cum quibusdam Philippo Euerard . Johanne 
Euerard . Simone de Cotesbrok [conuictus'] Willelmo [ . conuictus'] 
Pentecost . Roberto [conuictus'] de Scaldewell’ . Petro [ . conuictus'] le 
tauerner . et Ricardo Wynter . die sabbati in festo Apostolorum Petri 
et Pauli anno regis nunc . septimo apud Norhampton’ . in ipsum Johannem 
insultum fecerunt [et ipsum‘] verberauerunt wlnerauerunt . et male 
tractauerunt contra pacem . etc. ad dampnum ipsius Johannis Danyel . 
centum solidorum. Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Johannes 
Danyel recuperet dampna sua predicta. Et predictus Robertus Etewel 
custodiatur. |marg. custodiatur] Set de predictis dampnis leuandis . 
cesset execucio . quousque predicti Philippus et alij [uersus quos etc'] 
conuictantur [marg. dampna C.s. | 

Postea coram prefatis Justiciariis apud Norhampton’ in crastino 
Circumcisionis domini processum est adiudicium quia alij fuerunt conuicti 
ut patet in rotulis de die illo.! 

It is found by the jury of the country on which John Danyel of Wollaston, 
plaintiff, and Robert Etewel, defendant, put themselves, that the aforesaid 
Robert together with certain others,—Philip Everard, John Everard, Simon 
of Cottesbrooke, William Pentecost, Robert of Scaldwell, Peter the Taverner 
and Richard Wynter,—on Saturday the feast of the Apostles Peter and Paul 
in the seventh year of the present king [29th June 1314], assaulted the same 
John at Northampton and beat, wounded and ill-treated him against the 
peace etc. to the damage of the said John Danyel of 100 s. Therefore it is 
adjudged that the aforesaid John Danyel recover his damages aforesaid. And 
let the aforesaid Robert Etewel be kept in custody, but let the execution of 
levying of the aforesaid damages be delayed until the aforesaid Philip and the 
others against whom etc., are convicted. Afterwards it was adjudged before 
the aforesaid justices at Northampton on the morrow of the Circumcision [2nd 
January 1315] because the others were convicted as appears in the rolls of that 
day. 

153b. Idem Johannes Danyel . per attornatum suum optulit se 
uersus predictos Philippum Euerard . Johannem Euerard Simonem de 
Cotesbrok’ Willelmum Pentecost’ Robertum de Scaldewell’ . Petrum le 
Tauerner .et Ricardum Wynter . de placito predicto. Et ipsi non veniunt. 
Et predictus Willelmus Pentecost . attachiatus est per Walterum [x. d. 
ambo! "4 4] de Walingford . et Rogerum de Isham. Et predictus Petrus 
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[x. d. amboi 44] Je Tauerner . per Johannem Bonauenture et Adam de 
Napton’. Ideo ipsi in misericordia [marg. misericordia]. Et de pre- 
dictis Philippo et aliis . vicecomes testatur quod non sunt inuenti . nec 
aliqua habent etc. Ideo preceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat 
predictos Willelmum Pentecost . et Petrum le Tauerner . per omnes 
terras etc. Et quod de exitibus etc. Et quod capiat predictos Philip- 
pum et alios . si etc. Et saluo etc. Et quod habeat corpora eorum hic 
ad prefatum diem . etc. 

The same John Danyel by his attorney offered himself against the afore- 
said Philip Everard, John Everard, Simon of Cottesbrooke, William Pentecost, 
Robert of Scaldwell, Peter the Taverner, and Richard Wynter on a plea of 
trespass. And they do not come. And the aforesaid William Pentecost 
is attached by Walter of Wallingford and Roger of Isham. And the afore- 
said Peter the Taverner by John Bonaventure and Adam of Napton. There- 
fore they are in mercy, and the sheriff bears witness that the aforesaid Philip 
and the others are not found neither have anything, etc. Therefore the sheriff 
is ordered to distrain the aforesaid William Pentecost and Peter the Taverner 
by all lands etc. And that concerning the issues etc. And that he take the 
aforesaid Philip and the others if etc. And saving etc. And that he have 
their bodies here on the aforesaid day etc. 
154a. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Alicia de Edwynes- 

cot querens et Radulfus Cocku de Weldon’ chapeleyn [s7c| die Mercuri 
in septimana Pentecostes anno Regis nunc septimo apud Norht’. in ipsam 
Alicia [sic] insultum fecit et ipsam verberauit et male tractauit contra 
pacem ad dampnum ipsius Alicie . quinque solidorum. Ideo consideratum 
est quod predicta Alicia recuperet uersus eum dampna sua predicta . et 
predictus Radulfus custodiatur . [marg. custodiatur] 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Alice of Estcote, plaintiff, 
and Ralph Cocku of Weldon, chaplain, [put themselves, that the aforesaid 
Ralph] on Wednesday in Whitsun week in the seventh year of the present 
king [29th May 1314] assaulted the same Alice at Northampton and beat and 
ill-treated her against the peace to the damage of the same Alice of 5 s. 
Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid Alice recover her damages aforesaid 
against him and that the aforesaid Ralph be kept in custody. 
154b. Conuictum est eciam per eandam Juratam quod predicta 

Alicia predictis die et anno nullam transgressionem fecit eidem Radulfo 
prout ipse questus fuit . Ideo ipsa Alicia inde sine die et predictus Radul- 
fus in misericordia pro falso clamore etc. [marg. x d. misericordia‘] 
Postea predictus Radulfus fecit finem pro transgressione predicta per 
quadraginta denarios per plegium Johannis de Hegham [marg. finis 
nat oes 

Dampna v. s._ soluit parti et quietus est. 

It is also found by the same jury that the aforesaid Alice made no trespass 
against the same Ralph on the aforesaid day as he made plaint. Therefore 
the same Alice goes thereof without day, and the aforesaid Ralph is in mercy 
for a false claim etc. Afterwards the aforesaid Ralph made fine for the afore- 
said trespass by 40 d. on the surety of John of Higham. 

Damages 5s. He paid to the party and is quit. 

155. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie [in'] quam Agnes de Hams- 
lep’ . querens . et Johannes de Glestyngbury et Annora vxor eius defen- 
denies se posuerunt . quod predicti Johannes et Annora die Jouis proxima 
ante festum Sancte Margarete anno regis nunc octauo . in ipsam Agnetem 
apud Norht’ insultum [non‘] fecerunt nec ipsam verberauerunt sicut 
queritur. Ideo consideratum est quod predicti Johannes et Annora 
inde sine [die‘]. Et predicta Agnes in misericordia pro falso clamore 
etc. [marg. x . d. misericordia‘] 
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It is found by the jury of the country on which Agnes of Hanslope, plain- 
tiff, and John of Glastonbury and Annora, his wife, defendants, put themselves, 
that the aforesaid John and Annora on Thursday next before the feast of St. 
Margaret in the eighth year of the present king [18th July, 1314] neither as- 
saulted nor beat the same Agnes at Northampton as she made plaint. There- 
fore it is adjudged that the aforesaid John and Annora go thereof without 
day, and that the aforesaid Agnes be in mercy for a false claim etc. 

156. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Simon filtus Petri 
de Stryxton’ querens et Adam de Wodhull’ defendens se posuerunt . 
quod predictus Adam die Sabbati proxima post festum Sancti Petri ad 
Vincula . anno regni Regis nunc octauo apud Norht’ in ipsum Simonem 
insultum fecit . et ipsum verberauit et male tractauit contra pacem ad 
dampnum ipsius Simonis duorum solidorum. Ideo consideratum est 
quod predictus Simon recuperet dampna sua predicta . Et predictus 
Adam custodiatur [marg. custodiatur*] Postea fecit finem cum 
domino Rege viginti denariorum per plegium Ricardi de Pydyngton’. 
[marg. finis xx . d.4| 

It is found by the jury of the country on which Simon son of Peter of 
Strixton, plaintiff, and Adam of Odell, defendant, put themselves that the 
aforesaid Adam on Saturday after the feast of St. Peter ad Vincula in the 
eighth year of the reign of the present king [3rd August 1314] assaulted the 
same Simon at Northampton and beat and ill-treated him against the peace 
to the damage of the said Simon of 2 s. Therefore it is adjudged that the 
aforesaid Simon recover his damages aforesaid. And let the aforesaid Adam 
be kept in custody. Afterwards he made fine with the lord king by twenty 
shillings on the surety of Richard of Piddington. 

157. Adam de Yerdelee Cordewaner de Norht’ pro falso clamore 
uersus Robertum filium Ricardi de Grenhull’ de Norht’ de placito trans- 
gressionis . in misericordia [marg. x. d. misericordia*] 

Adam de Yardley, cordwainer, of Northampton, is in mercy for a false 
claim against Robert son of Richard de Grenhull’ of Northampton on a plea 
of trespass. 

158. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Alicia que fuit 
vxor Ricardi de Thorp’ querens . et Willelmus de Stokton’ de Norht’ 
defendens se posuerunt . quod predictus Willelmus . in vigilia Sancti 
Johannis Baptiste anno regni Regis nunc septimo apud Norht’ . in 
ipsam .Aliciam insultum fecit et ipsam verberauit contra pacem . ad 
dampnum ipsius Alicie duorum solidorum. Ideo consideratum est quod 
predicta Alicia recuperet uersus eum dampna sua predicta . Et predictus 
Willelmus custodiatur. [marg. custodiatur’] Postea idem Willefmus 
fecit finem per viginti denarios per plegium Johannis Le Waydout’. 
[marg. finis xx . d.]| 

Dampna.xx.d. Soluit et quietus-est. 


It is found by the jury of the country on which Alice widow of Richard 
of Thorp, plaintiff, and William de Stokton of Northampton, defendant, put 
themselves that the aforesaid William on the eve of St. John the Baptist in 
the seventh year of the reign of the present king [Sunday 23rd June 1314] 
assaulted the same Alice at Northampton and beat her against the peace to 
the damage of the same Alice of 2s. Therefore it is adjudged that the afore- 
said Alice recover her damages aforesaid. And that the aforesaid William be 
put in custody. Afterwards the same William made fine by 20 d. on the surety 
of John le Waydour. 

Damages 20 d. He paid and is quit. 


159. Ricardus filius Johannis de Rode optulit se uersus Walterum 
Hereward . Reginaldum filium Nicholai Beaumond . Thomam fratrem 
eius et Willelmum filium Willelmi del Abbeye de placito transgressionis 
fetc.i] Et ipsi non veniunt. Et predictus Walterus attachiatus est 
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per Reginaldum [x. d. amboi#"44¢] filium Nicholai de Beaumund . et 
Leffinum le Acatour. Ideo ipsi in misericordia [marg. misericordia]. 
Et alij non sunt inuenti [nec aliqua etc.']. Ideo preceptum est vice- 
comiti quod distringat predictum Walterum per omnes terras etc. et 
quod de exitibus etc. Et quod capiat predictos [Reginaldumi] Thomam 
et Willelmum si etc. Et saluo etc. Et quod habeat corpora eorum hic . 
ad prefatum diem. 

Richard son of John of Roade offered himself against Walter Hereward, 
Reginald son of Nicholas Beaumond, Thomas his brother, and William son 
of William del Abbey, on a plea of trespass etc. And they do not come. And 
the aforesaid Walter is attached by Reginald son of Nicholas de Beaumond, 
and Leffin le Acatour. Therefore they are in mercy. And the others have 
not been found. Nor anything etc. Therefore the sheriff is ordered to dis- 
train the aforesaid Walter by all lands etc., and that concerning the issues 
etc. And that he take the aforesaid Reginald, Thomas and William if etc. 
And saving etc. And that he have their bodies here on the aforesaid day. 
160. Thomas de Derby de Norht’ optulit se uersus Hugonem 

filium Johannis de Staunford’ . et Petrum filium Johannis Bonauenture 
de placito transgressionis contra pacem etc. Et ipsi non veniunt. Et 
predictus Petrus filius Johannis attachiatus est . per Johannem [x d. 
ambo! #*¢ 4} Bonauenture. et Adam de Napton’. Ideo ipsi in miseri- 
cordia. |[marg. misericordia] Et predictus Hugo non est inuentus nec 
aliquid habet etc. Ideo preceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat pre- 
dictum Petrum per omnes terras etc. Et quod de exitibus etc. Et 
quod capiat predictum Hugonem si etc. et saluo etc. Et quod habeat 
corpora eorum hic ad prefatum diem etc.! 

Thomas de Derby of Northampton offered himself against Hugh son of 
John de Staunford, and Peter son of John Bonaventure on a plea of trespass 
against the peace etc. And they do not come. And the aforesaid Peter son 
of John is attached by John Bonaventure and Adam of Napton. Therefore 
they are in mercy. And the aforesaid Hugh has not been found and has noth- 
ing etc. Therefore the sheriff is ordered to distrain the aforesaid Peter by all 
lands etc. And that concerning the issues etc. And that he take the aforesaid 


Hugh if etc., and saving etc. And that he have their bodies here on the afore- 
said day etc. 


[M. 7.| INDICTAMENTA FACTA APUD NORHAMPTON’ CORAM PREFATIS 
JUSTICIARIIS PER JURATORES DIUERSORUM HUNDREDORUM COMI- 
TATUS NORHAMPTON’ . DIE ET ANNO SUPRADICTIS2 SPIGURNEL. 


Indictments made at Northampton before the aforesaid Justices by the 
Jurors of the divers Hundreds of the County of Northampton 
on the day and year aforesaid. 


HUNDREDUM DE HEIGHAM. [HIGHAM FERRERS] 

161. (Marg. transgressiones| Juratores presentant quod Thomas le 
Parmenter de Raundes . Rogerus le Taillur de Deneford’ . Gilbertus de 
Deresdale . Johannes atte Grene . Thomas le Coupere et Stephanus le 
Pilchere de Raundes’ sunt communes verberatores . et pacis perturba- 
tores . vagantes de nocte. 

162. Rogerus de Scardeburgh’ persona ecclesie de Stanewygge . 
vi et armis verberauit Thomam le Mazoun de Raundes . et male tractauit 
contra pacem etc. 


1 see 204. 
2 See pp. XXXvii-vili, where the suggestion. that the indictments here enrolled were 
heard on 2nd January 1315 is discussed. 
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Ideo preceptum est vicecomiti quod attachiet eos etc. Ita quod 
eos habeat . hic die Martis in prima septimana quadragesime etc. ad 
respondendum etc. 

The jurors present that Thomas the Parmenter! of Raunds, Roger the 
Tailor of Denford, Gilbert of Deresdale, John at the Green, Thomas the Cooper 
and Stephen the Pilcher of Raunds, are common beaters and breakers of the 
peace and wanderers by night. 

Roger de Scardeburgh’, parson of the church of Stanwick, by force and 
arms beat Thomas the Mason of Raunds, and ill-treated him against the peace 
etc. Therefore the sheriff is ordered to attach them etc., so that he may have 
them here on Tuesday in the first week of Lent [11th February, 1315] etc., to 
answer etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE POKEBROK’. [POLEBROOKE| 

163. (Marg. felonia}| Juratores presentant quod Henricus de 
Houonde de Tychemers . furatus fuit quemdam bouettum precij dimidie 
Marce de quodam Waltero le Tanur de Parua Lyueden’ . et est communis 
latro . etc. Ideo ipse capiatur etc. 

The jurors present that Henry de Houonde of Titchmarsh stole a certain 
steer valued at half a mark from a certain Walter the Tanner of Little Liveden, 
and is a common thief etc. Therefore let him be taken etc. 

164. (Marg. transgressiones| Item presentant quod Willelmus filius 
Johannis le Freman . de Thrapston’ . Petrus frater eiusdem Willelmi . 
et Ricardus frater eius verberauerunt et maletractauerunt Henricum 
fiium Willelmi atte Grene de Clopton’ . contra pacem etc. 

165. Simon de Mulesworth’. de Tychemers verberauit et male 
tractauit . Elenam Robelard . apud Tychemers contra pacem etc. 
166. Radulfus le Someter de Thernyng verberauit vulnerauit et 
maletractauit Willelmum Fraunceys de Thernyng ibidem contra pacem. 
etc. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos etc. 


Item they present that William son of John the Freeman of Thrapston, 
Peter brother of the same William, and Richard his brother beat and ill-treated 
Henry son of William at the Green of Clopton, against the peace etc. Simon 
de Molesworth of Titchmarsh beat and ill-treated Elena Robelard at Titch- 
marsh against the peace, etc. Ralph the Sumpter of Thurnyng beat, wounded 
and ill-treated William Fraunceys of Thurnyng there against the peace, etc. 
Therefore let the sheriff attach them etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE CLEYLE [CLEYLEY]| 

167. (Marg. transgressiones| Juratores presentant quod Johannes 
Jolyf . de Yerdele Gobyon . verberauit vulnerauit et maletractauit 
Laurencium Sturdy . de Couesgraue . et est communis malefactor. 

168. Henricus filius Henrici Fabri de Stoke Bruere verberauit et 
vulnerauit . Henricum filium Roberti de Bosenho de Shutelhangre’ et 
est communis etc. 

169. Willelmus le Charecter de Stonystratford . et Robertus filius 
Thome le Feure de eadem . verberauit et maletractauit . Johannem le 
Ken de Pokesle . et Ricardum fratrem eius contra pacem etc. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos . etc. 

Postea predictus Henricus venit et cognouit transgressionem pre- 
dictam et fecit finem cum domino Rege per quinque solidos per plegium 
Roberti de Stok’ et Johannis de Twyford etc. [marg. finis v s.4] 


The jurors present that John Jolyf of Yardley Gobion beat, wounded and 
ill-treated Lawrence Sturdy of Cosgrove and is a common malefactor ; Henry 


1 Tailor, clothes dealer. 
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son of Henry the smith of Stoke Bruerne, beat and wounded Henry son of 
Robert de Bozenho of Shutlanger and is a common, etc. William the Carter 
of Stony Stratford, and Robert son of Thomas le Fevre of the same, beat and 
ill-treated John le Ken of Puxley and Richard his brother against the peace 
etc. Therefore let the sheriff attach them etc. Afterwards the aforesaid Henry 
comes and acknowledges the aforesaid trespass and made fine with the lord 
king by 5 s. on the surety of Robert of Stoke! and John of Twyford? etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE CORBY. 
170. (Marg. felonie] Juratores presentant quod Rogerus filius 
Ricardi le Glouere felonice interfecit Willelmum le Taillur apud Geytinton.* 
171. et Robertus le Glouere de Suthampton’ felonice interfecit 
Johannem de Oxon’ Parchemyner . apud Geytington’. Ideo vicecomes 
caplat eos etc. 


The jurors present that Roger son of Richard the Glover feloniously killed 
William the Tailor at Geddington, and that Robert the Glover of Southampton 
feloniously killed John of Oxford, parchment-maker, at Geddington. There- 
fore let the sheriff take them etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE AMFORDESHO. [HAMFORDSHOE| 

172. {[Marg. transgressiones| Juratores presentant quod Johannes 
Sokneman de Barton’ . verberauit et male tractauit Agnetem atte Welle 
contra pacem etc. 

173. Henricus filius Johannis Sokeneman verberauit et male 
tractauit Johannam vxorem Henrici Tale . de Barton’. 

174. Robertus Eyel de Barton’ . Willelmus Torpel . Simon Rose et 
Ricardus Pystor . verberauerunt et maletractauerunt noctanter Walterum 
de Gardino de Thorp’ contra pacem . etc. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos etc. 


The jurors present that John Sokneman of Barton® beat and _ ill-treated 
Agnes at the Well against the peace etc. Henry son of John Sokeneman 
beat and ill-treated Joan wife of Henry Tale of Barton. Robert Eyel of 
Barton, ® William Torpel, Simon Rose, and Richard the Baker, beat and ill- 
treated by night Walter of the Garden of Thorp against the peace etc. There- 
fore let the sheriff attach them etc. 


HUNDREDUM DE FALEWESLE.  [FAWSLEY]| 

175. [Marg. felonia] Juratores presentant quod Robertus de Bede- 
ford’ . manens apud Wedon’ . est communis receptor latronum ibidem. 
Ideo vicecomes capiat eum etc. 

The jurors present that Robert of Bedford dwelling at Weedon is a common 
receiver of thieves there. Therefore let the sheriff take him etc. 

176. [iMarg. transgressiones| Item presentant quod  Ricardus 
filius Willelmi Swyft et Johannes frater eiusdem Ricardi et Ricardus 
filius Siluestri le Taillur . vi et armis insultauerunt quemdam Ricardum 
Godegrom apud Euerdon’ et ipsum ibidem verberasse voluissent nisi 
fecisset finem cum eis. 

177. Stephanus le Cherecter . et Simon frater eius vi et armis insul- 
tauerunt Willelmum Bygge et ipsum arestauerunt quousque finem cum 
eis etc. 

178. Johannes filius Walteri le Mouner de Throp’ . et Thomas 
frater eius verberauerunt et male tractauerunt Hugonem le Whyle- 
wrichte apud Daventr’. 


1 Stoke Bruerne. 
2In Stoke Bruerne, where the main road crosses the river Tove. 
3 see No. 47. 4 see No. 196. 5 Earls Barton. 
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179. Baldewynus filius Simonis de Newenham . Ricardus frater. 
Baldewynus Handes et Johannes Handes capellanus . vi et armis insul- 
tauerunt quendam Johannem le Feuere . apud Lychebarewe et ipsum 
ibidem verberauerunt vulnerauerunt et maletractauerunt . Ita quod de 
vita eius desperabatur et presentant quod Simon de Newenham est manu- 
tentor predictorum malefactorum et eis consenciens. 

180. et Rogerus de Flore est communis verberator et perturbato 
[sic] pacis . etc. 

Ideo vicecomes attachiet eos. 

Item they present that Richard son of William Swift, John brother of 
the same Richard, and Richard son of Silvester the Tailor, by force and arms’ 
assaulted a certain Richard Godegrom at Everdon and wanted to beat him 
there unless he would make fine with them. Stephen the Carter and Simon 
his brother by force and arms assaulted William Bygge and detained him 
until he made fine with them etc. John son of Walter le Mouner of Thorpe, 
and Thomas his brother, beat and ill-treated Hugh the Wheelwright at Daven- 
try. Baldwin son of Simon of Newnham, Richard the brother, Baldwin Handes 
and John Handes, chaplain, by force and arms assaulted a certain John le 
Fevere at Litchborough and beat, wounded and ill-treated him there so that 
his life was despaired of. And they present that Simon of Newnham is a 
maintainer of the aforesaid evil-doers and is their confederate. And Roger of 
Floore is a common beater and breaker of the peace etc. Therefore let the 
sheriff attach them. 


HUNDREDUM DE WYMERESLE. [WYMERSLEY] 

181. [Marg. felonia] Juratores presentant quod Johannes de 
Pedington’ de Magna Hoghton’ . et Amicia vxor eius et quedam Alicia filia 
Alicie Herlewyn’ iuerunt simul inter villam Norhampton’ et Ryssemull’ 
et predicti Johannes et Alicia felonice interfecerunt predictam Amiciam 
et ipsam proiecerunt in aquam. Ideo ipsi capiantur etc.! 

The jurors present that John de Piddington of Great Houghton and Amice 
his wife, and a certain Alice daughter of Alice Harlewyn, went together between 
the town of Northampton and Rush Mills, and the aforesaid John and Alice 


feloniously killed the aforesaid Amice and pushed her into the water. There- 
fore let them be taken etc. 


VILLA NORHAMPTON’. 

182. (Marg. transgressio| Juratores presentant quod Radulfus 
filius Willelmi de Fortho . verberauit et vulnerauit Thomam Balle apud 
Norht’. Ideo vicecomes attachiet eum . etc. 


The jurors present that Ralph son of William of Furtho, beat and wounded 
Thomas Balle at Northampton. Therefore let the sheriff attach him etc. 


[M. 7d. is blank] 


[M. 8.| PLACITA DE QUERELIS ET TRANSGRESSIONIBUS . APUD NORHAMP- 
TON . CORAM HENRICO SPIGURNEL ET JOHANNE [DE'| WYLUGBY 
JUSTICIARIIS DOMINI REGIS . AD DIUERSAS FELONIAS ET TRANS- 
GRESSIONES AUDIENDAS ET TERMINANDAS ASSIGNATIS . DIE 
JouIs IN CRASTINO CIRCUMCISIONIS DOMINI . ANNO REGNI 
REGIS EDWARDI FILIJ REGIS EDWARDI OCTAUO. SPIGURNEL. 


Pleas of suits and trespasses at Northampton before Henry 
Spigurnel and John de Wylughby, Justices of the lord King assigned 
to hear and determine divers felonies and trespasses on heres 


ee G55. 
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the morrow of the Circumcision of the Lord in the eighth year of 
the reign of King Edward son of King Edward [2nd January 1315]. 


183. (Marg. Norut’| Conuictum est per inquisicionem in quam 
Adam de Waltham . persona ecclesie de Luffewyk . querens . et Radulfus 
de Draiton’ . Chapeleyn . et Thomas filius Roberti le Lord de Luffewyk’ 
. defendentes . se posuerunt . quod predicti Radulfus et Thomas. [simul 
cum aliis'] die Mercurij in vigilia assumpcionis beate Marie anno Regis 
nunc Octauo . domos ipsius Ade apud Luffewyk’. vi et armis fregerunt . 
et bona et catalla sua ibidem inuenta ad valenciam viginti librarum 
ceperunt et asportauerunt contra pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Ade 
Triginta librarum etc. Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Adam 
recuperet uersus eos dampna sua predicta. [quia predictus Adam non 
uult sequi uersus aliosi]. Et predicti Radulfus et Thomas custodiantur 
imarg. custodiatur custodiatur |! 

Dampna . xxx . li. vnde . x . lu. Clericis . et c . s. Marescallo. 

It is found by an inquest on which Adam de Waltham, parson of the church 
of Lowick, plaintiff, and Ralph of Drayton, chaplain, and Thomas, son of 
Robert le Lord of Lowick, defendants, put themselves, that the aforesaid 
Ralph and Thomas together with others on Wednesday in the vigil of the 
Assumption of the Blessed Mary in the eighth year of the present King [19th 
August 1314] by force and arms broke the houses of the same Adam at Lowick 
and took and carried away his goods and chattels found there against the peace 
etc., to the value of £20, to the damage of the same Adam of £30, etc. There- 
fore it is adjudged that the aforesaid Adam recover his damages aforesaid 
against them because the aforesaid Adam does not wish to proceed against 
the others. And let the aforesaid Ralph and Thomas be kept in custody. 

Damages £30 whereof £10 to the clerks and 100 s. to the marshal. 

184. Conuictum est eciam per eandam inquisicionem in quam 
predictus Radulfus querens . et predictus Adam [defendensi] se posue- 
runt . quod predictus Adam simul cum aliis die Mercurij proxima ante 
festum decolacionis Sancti Johannis Baptiste anno regis nunc Octauo. 
noctanter portas et fenestras ipsius Radulfi . apud Luffewyk . vi et armis 
non fregerunt . nec bona [seu‘] catalla sua ibidem inuenta ad valenciam 
sexaginta librarum ceperunt nec asportauerunt contra pacem sicut ibidem 
queritur. Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Adam inde sine die . et 
predictus Radulfus nichil capiat per querelam suam set sit in misericordia 
pro falso clamore . etc. [marg.p. misericordia| 

It is also found by the same inquest on which the aforesaid Ralph, plain- 
tiff, and the aforesaid Adam, defendant, put themselves, that the aforesaid 
Adam. together with others on the Wednesday next before the feast of the 
Beheading of St. John the Baptist, in the eighth year of the present king [28th 
August 1314], did not break by force and arms, and by night, the doors and 
windows of the same Ralph at Lowick, neither did he take his goods nor his 
chattels found there to the value of £60, nor did he carry them away against 
the peace as the same Ralph made plaint. Therefore it is adjudged that the 
aforesaid Adam, go thereof without day, and that the aforesaid Ralph take 
nothing by his plaint but be in mercy for a false claim etc. 

185. Conuictum est per inquisicionem in quam Willelmus filius 
Willelmi Catelyn querens . et Alanus Lambyn . et Henricus Lambyn 
defendentes se posuerunt . quod predicti Alanus et Henricus . die dominica 
proxima ante festum Sancti Botholphi anno regni Regis septimo apud 
Ryngsted in ipsum Willelmum filij Willelmi . vi . et armis insultum 
fecerunt verberauerunt et maletractauerunt . et alia enormia {contra 
pacem etc.i] ad dampnum ipsius Willelmi filij Willelmi . duorum soli- 


1 see 108, cf. 184. 
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dorum. Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Willelmus recuperet 
dampna sua predicta uersus eos [marg. Dampna ij s.] . Et predicti 
Alanus et Henricus custodiantur [marg. Custodiantur]. Postea pre- 
dicti Alanus et Henricus fecerunt finem cum domino Rege per viginti 
denarios per plegium Willelmi Curzoun. [marg. finis xx d.4] 

It is found by an inquest on which William son of William Catelyn, plain- 
tiff, and Alan Lambyn and Henry Lambyn, defendants, put themselves, that 
the aforesaid Alan and Henry on Sunday before the feast of St. Botolph in 
the seventh year of the reign of the king [16th June 1314] by force and arms 
assaulted, beat and ill-treated the same William son of William at Ringstead 
and committed other outrages against the peace etc., to the damage of the same 
William son of William of 2 s., Therefore it is adjudged that the aforesaid 
William recover his damages aforesaid against them. And that the aforesaid 
Alan and Henry be kept in custody. Afterwards the aforesaid Alan and 
Henry made fine with the lord king by 20 d. on the surety of William Curzoun. 

186. Conuictum est per inquisicionem in quam Henricus Lambyn 
querens . et Willelmus filius [Willelmi‘] Catelyn de Milnecotes . et Rogerus 
frater eius defendentes . se posuerunt . quod predicti Willelmus et Rogerus 
die dominica ante festum Sancti Botolphi. anno regni Regis nunc septimo 
. apud Ryngsted in ipsum Henricum . vi . et armis insultum fecerunt 
verberauerunt et male tractauerunt . et alias [sic] enormia etc. contra 
pacem etc. ad dampnum ipsius Henrici duorum solidorum. Ideo con- 
sideratum est quod predictus Henricus recuperet uersus eos dampna sua 
predicta |marg. dampna ijs.] et predicti Willelmus et Rogerus custodiantur 
etc. [marg. custodiantur¢]. Postea predicti Willelmus et Rogerus fecerunt 
finem cum domino Rege per dimidiam Marcam per plegium Johannis 
Laurence et Willelmi Catelyn etc. [marg. finis dj . m.4]! 

It is found by an inquest on which Henry Lambyn, plaintiff, and William 
son of William Catelyn of Mill Cotton and Roger his brother, defendants, 
put themselves, that the aforesaid William and Roger on Sunday next before 
the feast of St. Botolph in the seventh year of the reign of the present king 
[16th June 1314] by force and arms assaulted, beat and ill-treated the same 
Henry at Ringstead and committed other outrages etc., against the peace 
etc., to the damage of the same Henry of 2 s. Therefore it is adjudged that 
the aforesaid Henry recover his damages aforesaid against them and that 
the aforesaid William and Roger be kept in custody etc. Afterwards the afore- 
said William and Roger made fine with the lord king by half a mark on the 
surety of John Lawrence and William Catelyn etc. 

187. Radulfus Morel qui alias indictatus fuit coram Justiciariis 
hic . de eo quod est communis verberator et pacis perturbator etc. in 
Hundredo de Corby modo venit coram Justiciariis hic et cognouit trans- 
gressionem predictam . et fecit finem cum domino Rege per quadraginta 
denarios per plegium Radulfi Abbot . et Roberti Le Glouere. [marg. 
finis xl. d.4]2 

Ralph Morel, who was at another time indicted before the justices here 
because he was a common beater and disturber of the peace, etc., in the hundred 
of Corby, now came before the Justices here and acknowledged his trespass afore- 
said and made fine with the lord king by 40 d. on the surety of Ralph Abbot 
and Robert the Glover. 

188. Prior de Dauentr’ . per attornatum suum optulit se uersus 
Willelmum Le Fysshere de Preston’ Willelmum le Prouost . de eadem 
Robertum Robold’ . Willelmum le Colyere . Johannem le Machun . de 
Preston’ et Johannem Perle de Preston’ [de placito transgressionis contra 
pacem etc.'| Et ipsi non venerunt . et predictus Willelmus le Fysshere 
fuit attachiatus per Thomam Pachet . [x.d.i] et Hugonem de Baddeby . 


1 6f: No. 122. 2 see No. 52. 
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Et Willelmus Le Prouost . attachiatus est per Johannem Bouetoun [x d. 
ambo'| et Robertum le Cartere . Et Robertus attachiatus est per Gal- 
fridum [x d. ambo!- 2244-1 Roberd’ et Willelmum Pachet . Et Willelmus 
le Colyer’ attachiatus est per Ricardum le Bercher [xd. ambo!- #44] et 
Johannem Hendes . Et Johannes Le Mazon attachiatus est per Hugonem 
[x d. amboi- #44] Je Machun et Simonem filium Margerie. Ideo ipsi in 
misericordia [marg. misericordia |] . Et de predicto Johanne Parle 
vicecomes mandat quod non est inuentus [nec aliquid etc.i]. Ideo 
preceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat predictos Willelmum . et alios . 
per omnes terras etc. Et quod de exitibus etc. Et quod capiat pre- 
dictum Johannem Parle . si etc. Ita quod habeat corpora omnium pre- 
dictorum . hic die Martis in prima septimana quadragesime etc. ad 
respondendum . etc. 

The prior of Daventry, by his attorney, offered himself against William 
the Fisher of Preston1!, William the Provost of the same, Robert Robold, 
William the Collier, John the Mason of Preston,! and John Perle of Preston? 
on a plea of trespass against the peace etc. And they do not come. And 
the aforesaid William the Fisher was attached by Thomas Pachet and Hugh 
of Badby. And William the Provost is attached by John Bovetoun and Robert 
the Carter. And Robert is attached by Geoffrey Roberd and William Pachet. 
And William the Collier is attached by Richard the Barker and John Hendes. 
And John the Mason is attached by Hugh the Mason, and Simon son 
of Margery. Therefore they are in mercy. And concerning the aforesaid 
John Parle the sheriff reports that he is not found nor anything etc. There- 
fore the sheriff is ordered to distrain the aforesaid William and the others by 
all lands etc. And that concerning the issues etc. And that he take the 
aforesaid John Parle, if etc. So that he have the bodies of all the aforesaid 
here on Tuesday in the first week of Lent [11th February 1315] etc. to answer 
etc, 

189. Rogerus Michel de Farndon’ et Helewys’ vxor eius optulerunt 
se uersus Robertum filium Agnetis de Farndon’ . et Aliciam vxorem elus . 
de placito transgressionis . [etc.i]. Et ipsi non venerunt . Et predicti 
Robertus et Alicia attachiati sunt per Rogerum Willes [x d.‘] et Ricardum 
le Mareschal. Ideo ipsi in misericordia . [marg. misericordia‘]. Et 
preceptum est vicecomiti quod distringat eos . per omnes terras etc. Et 
quod de exitibus etc. Et quod habeat corpora eorum hic die Martis 
in prima septimana quadragesime etc . ad respondendum . etc. 

Roger Michel of Farndon and Helewys his wife, offered themselves against 
Robert son of Agnes of Farndon, and Alice his wife, on a plea of trespass, etc. 
And they did not come. And the aforesaid Robert and Alice are attached 
by Roger Willes and Richard the Marshal. Therefore they are in mercy. 
And the sheriff is ordered to distrain them by all lands etc. And that con- 
cerning the issues etc. And that he have their bodies here on Tuesday in the 
first week of Lent [llth February 1314] etc. to answer etc. 

190. Radulfus filius Nicholai de Vndele querens uersus Robertum 
filium Roberti le Feure de Vndele et Willelmum fratem eius de placito 
transgressionis non est prosecutus. Ideo predicti Robertus et Willelmus 
inde sine die. Et predictus Radulfus et plegij sui de prosequendo in 
misericordia . videlicet . Willelmus filius Johannis et Robertus de Narford’. 
etc. |marg. x d. misericordia®. 

Ralph son of Nicholas of Oundle, plaintiff against Robert son of Robert 
le Fevre of Oundle and William his brother, on a plea of trespass, does not 
proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Robert and William go thereof 
without day. And the aforesaid Ralph and his pledges of prosecution are 
in mercy, to wit, William son of John and Robert of Narford etc. _* 


1 Preston Capes, 
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191. Robertus filius Stephani le Taillour de Wycle querens uersus 
Robertum filij Willelmi Bate de Bartone Hanred de placito transgres- 
sionis . non est prosecutus. Ideo predictus Robertus filtus Willelmi inde 
sine die. Et predictus Robertus filius Stephani et plegij sui de prose- 
quendo . in misericordia . videlicet . Robertus le Glouere de Geytyngton 
et Johannes Calston’ de eadem . etc. [marg. x d. misericordia®] 


Robert, son of Stephen the Tailor of Weekley, plaintiff, against Robert 
son of William Bate of Barton Hanred [Barton Seagrave] on a plea of tres- 
pass, does not proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Robert son of 
William goes thereof without day. And the aforesaid Robert son of Stephen 
and his pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, Robert the Glover of Gedd- 
ington and John Calston of the same, etc. 

192. Hugo filius Roberti de Gardyn de Sulegraue querens uersus 
Willelmum filium Hugonis de Thorp’ in Weston’ et alios in querela de 
placito transgressionis non est prosecutus. Ideo predictus Willelmus 
et alij inde sine die. Et predictus Hugo et plegij sui de prosequendo in 
misericordia . videlicet Johannes de Gardino et Hugo filius Johannis etc. 
[marg. x d. misericordia®]. 

Hugh son of Robert de Gardyn of Sulgrave, plaintiff against William 
son of Hugh of Thorp in Weston and others in a suit concerning a plea of 
trespass does not proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid William 
and the others go thereof without day. And the aforesaid Hugh and his pledges 
of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, John de Gardino and Hugh, son of John 
etc. 

193. Conuictum est per Juratam patrie in quam Hugo filius Ade 
le Wryghte de Throp iuxta Dauentre querens et Walterus le Milneward . 
Johannes . Willelmus . et Thomas filij eiusdem Walteri defendentes . se 
posuerunt quod predicti Johannes et Thomas die sancti Johannis Bap- 
tiste anno regis nunc septimo apud Throp’ iuxta Dauentre in ipsum 
Hugonem [vi et armis‘] insultum fecerunt . et ipsum verberauerunt 
vulnerauerunt et maletractauerunt ad dampnum ipsius Hugonis duarum 
marcarum .et contra pacemetc. Et quod predicti Walterus et Willelmus 
nullam fecerunt transgressionem etc. Ideo consideratum est quod pre- 
dictus Hugo recuperet dampna sua predicta uersus predictos Johannem 
et Thomam. Et predicti Johannes et Thomas custodiantur.etc. [marg. 
custodiantur] Et predicti Walterus et Willelmus inde sine die . etc. 
Et predictus Hugo in misericordia pro falso clamore uersus eos etc. 
[marg. x d. misericordia®| Postea predicti Johannes et Thomas venerunt 
et fecerunt finem cum domino Rege per . xl . d. per plegium Johannis 
Hereberd . etc. [marg. xl d.4| Et satisfecerunt parti etc. 

Dampna [1j Marc’¢] 

It is found by a jury of the country on which Hugh son of Adam the 
Wright of Thorp near Daventry, plaintiff, and Walter the Millward, John, 
William, and Thomas, sons of the same Walter, defendants, put themselves, 
that the aforesaid John and Thomas on St. John the Baptist’s Day, in the 
seventh year of the present King [24th June 1314] by force and arms assaulted 
the same Hugh at Thorp near Daventry and beat, wounded and ill-treated 
him to the damage of the same Hugh of two marks, and against the peace etc. 
And that the aforesaid Walter and William made no trespass etc. There- 
fore it is adjudged that the aforesaid Hugh recover his damages aforesaid 
against the aforesaid John and Thomas. And let the aforesaid John and 
Thomas be kept in custody etc. And the aforesaid Walter and William go 
thereof without day, etc. And the aforesaid Hugh is in mercy for a false claim 
against them etc. Afterwards the aforesaid John and Thomas came and made 
fine with the lord king by 40 d. on the surety of John Hereberd, etc. And 
they gave satisfaction to the party etc. 

Damages, two marks. 


52 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE SESSIONS ROLLS 


[M. 8d.]| ADHUC DE QUERELIS ET TRANSGRESSIONIBUS CORAM PREFATIS 
JusTicIARuUsS DIE ET ANNO SUPRADICTIS. SPIGURNEL. 


Further concerning suits and trespasses before the aforesaid Justices 
the day and year aforesaid. 


194. Robertus filius Radulfi le Aketouner de Vndele querens uersus 
Hugonem filium Roberti le Heyward de Aldewyncle de placito transgres- 
sionis contra pacem etc. non est prosecutus. Ideo predictus Hugo inde 
sine die. Et predictus Robertus et plegij sui de prosequendo in miseri- 
cordia videlicet . Benedictus le Wolmongere et Bate Norman . etc. 
[marg. x d. misericordia‘]. 

Robert son of Ralph the Aketouner [or Aketonner!] of Oundle, plaintiff 
against Hugh son of Robert the Hayward of Aldwinkle, on a plea of trespass 
against the peace etc. does not proceed with his suit. Therefore the afore- 
said Hugh goes thereof without day. And the aforesaid Robert and his pledges 
of prosecution in mercy, to wit, Bennett the Woolmonger and Bate Norman, etc. 

195. Henricus atte Grene de Clopton’ querens uersus Willelmum 
le Freman de Thrapston’ et alios in querela etc. de placito transgressionis 
non est prosecutus. Ideo predictus Willelmus et alij . inde sine die. 
Et predictus Henricus et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia . 
videlicet Thomas Akary . et Johannes Chamberlenk’ etc. [marg. x d. 
misericordia‘® | 

Henry at the Green of Clopton, plaintiff against William the Freeman of 
Thrapston and others in a suit, etc., concerning a plea of trespass does not 
proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid William and the others go 
thereof without day. And the aforesaid Henry and his pledges of prosecution 
are in mercy, to wit, Thomas Akary and John Chamberlenk’ etc. 

196. Willelmus atte Welle et Agnes vxor elus querentes uersus 
Johannem le Sokneman de Barton’ de placito transgressionis contra 
pacem etc. non sunt prosecuti. Ideo predictus Johannes inde sine die. 
Et predicti Willelmus et Agnes in misericordia. Nichil de plegiis quia 
per fidem etc. [marg. Plegij] [marg. misericordia‘]? 

William atte Welle and Agnes, his wife, plaintiffs against John le Sokneman 
of Barton on a plea of trespass against the peace etc., do not proceed with their 
suit. Therefore the aforesaid John goes thereof without day. And the afore- 
said William and Agnes are in mercy. Nothing concerning the pledges because 
by faith etc. 

197. Willelmus Phelip’ de Tanshouere querens uersus Philippum 
Baroun de Tanshouere et alios in querela etc. [de placito transgressionis 
contra pacem etc.'] non est prosecutus. Ideo predicti Philippus et 
alij inde sine die. Et predictus Willelmus et plegij sui de prosequendo 
in misericordia videlicet . Simon Bernewell’ et Adam Aubrey etc. 
[marg. x d. misericordie‘]. 

William Phelip of Tansor, plaintiff against Philip Baroun of Tansor and 
others in a suit etc. concerning a plea of trespass against the peace etc. does 
not proceed with his suit. Therefore the aforesaid Philip and the others go 
thereof without day. And the aforesaid William and his pledges of prosecution 
are in mercy, to wit, Simon Barnwell and Adam Aubrey etc. 

198. Agnes Cok’ de Wermyngton’ querens uersus Galfridum filium 
Johannis le Mazoun de Wermyngton’ de placito transgressionis contra 
pacem etc. non est prosecuta. Ideo predictus Galfridus inde sine die. 


1 Aketonum, a haqueton, a padded or quilted tunic. Martin. Acton. A jacket 
or tunic worn under a suit of mail. Wright. 
aS CeINO nid 
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Et predicta Agnes et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia videlicet 
Galfridus [vi d. ambo' #°¢4-] Cok’ et Rogerus Bryon etc. [marg. miseri- 
cordia®| 

Agnes Cook of Warmington, plaintiff against Geoffrey son of John the 
Mason of Warmington, on a plea of trespass against the peace etc., does not 
proceed with her suit. Therefore the aforesaid Geoffrey goes thereof without 
day. And the aforesaid Agnes and her pledges of prosecution are in mercy, 
to wit, Geoffrey Cook and Roger Bryon etc. 

199. Johannes Thykhers de Vndele et Alicia vxor eius querentes 
uersus Johannem filium Rogeri le Somenour de Wadenho de placito 
transgressionis contra pacem etc. non sunt prosecuti. Ideo predictus 
Johannes filius Rogeri inde sine die. Et predicti Johannes Thykhers 
et Alicia et plegij sui de prosequendo in misericordia . videlicet . Willelmus 
de Spayne de Wadenho et Johannes filius Nicholai de Stokes . etc. [marg. 
x da, misericordie4]! 

John Thykhers of Oundle and Alice his wife plaintiffs against John son 
of Roger the Summoner of Wadenhoe, on a plea of trespass against the peace, 
do not proceed with their suit. Therefore the aforesaid John son of Roger 
goes thereof without day. And the aforesaid John Thykhers and Alice and 


their pledges of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, William de Spayne of Wadenhoe 
and John son of Nicholas de Stokes, etc. 


Conuictum est per inquisicionem patrie in quam Johannes de? 


DE QUERELIS ET TRANSGRESSIONIBUS VILLE NORHAMPTON’ 
Concerning suits and trespasses of the town of Northampton. 


200. Conuictum est per inquisicionem patrie in quam Johannes 
Daniel de Wolaxton’ querens et Simon de Cotesbrok’ . Willelmus Pente- 
custe . Robertus de Scaldewell’ . et Petrus le Tauerner defendentes se 
posuerunt quod predicti Simon et alij . vna cum quodam Roberto Etewel 
die sabbati in festo Apostolorum Petri et Pauli anno regni [Regis'] nunc 
septimo apud Norht’ . in ipsum Johannem insultum fecerunt et ipsum 
verberauerunt . vulnerauerunt et male tractauerunt contra pacem etc. 
ad dampnum ipsius Johannis . alias taxatum per eosdem Juratores ad 
Centum solidos . uersus predictum Robertum Etewell’ alias conuictum 
de transgressione predicta vnde execucio Judicij vsque nunc cessauit 
quousque predicti Simon et alij uersus quos etc . conuincerentur pro 
tota transgressione predicta . [et quia non uult prosequi uersus alios in 
querela etc.'] Ideo consideratum est quod predictus Johannes recuperet 
dampna sua predicta tam uersus predictum Robertum quam uersus 
predictos Simonem et alios. Et predicti Robertus et alij committantur 
gaole etc. [marg. gaola] [Et idem Johannes in misericordia added | 
[x. d#] etc. [marg. misericordie ]. [marg. xd.14 


Dampna C.s. Vnde dj. m. Clericis et xl . d. Marescallo. 


It is found by an inquest of the country on which John Daniel of Wollaston, 
plaintiff, and Simon of Cottesbrooke, William Pentecuste, Robert of Scaldwell 
and Peter the Taverner, defendants, put themselves, that the aforesaid Simon 
and others, together with a certain Robert Etewel, on Saturday in the feast 
of the Apostles Peter and Paul in the seventh year of the reign of the present 
king [29th June 1314] assaulted the same John at Northampton and beat, 
wounded and ill-treated him against the peace etc. to the damage of the same 


1 see No. 66. 3 see No. 153. 
2 This passage is erased. 4x. d erased. 
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John assessed at another time by the same jurors at a hundred shillings against 
the aforesaid Robert Etewell, at another time convicted of the trespass 
aforesaid, whereof the execution of the judgment was delayed until the afore- 
said Simon and the rest against whom etc. should be convicted for the whole 
trespass aforesaid. And because he does not wish to proceed against the others 
in suits etc. it is adjudged therefore that the aforesaid John recover his damages 
aforesaid as well against the aforesaid Robert as against the aforesaid Simon 
and the others. And let the aforesaid Robert and the others be committed 
to gaol etc. And the same John is in mercy for 10 d. etc. 


Damages 100 s. whereof half a mark to the clerks and 40 d. to the marshal. 


201. Walterus le Bakere . qui alias coram prefatis Justiciariis hic 
indictatus fuit de hoc quod verberauit Feliciam le Long’ in domo ipsius 
Felicie apud Norht’ . venit et cognouit predictam transgressionem etc. 
Ideo committitur gaole etc. Postea fecit finem cum domino Rege per 
viginti denarios per plegium Walteri Passelewe [marg. finisy ck read oe 

Walter the Baker, who was here at another time indicted before 
the aforesaid justices for beating Felicia le Long’ at Northampton in the 
house of the same Felicia, came and acknowledged the aforesaid trespass etc. 
Therefore let him be committeed to gaol etc. Afterwards he made fine with 
the lord king by 20 d. on the surety of Walter Passelewe. 

202. Willelmus de Cugenho qui alias coram eisdem Justiciariis 
indictatus fuit . de eo quod verberauit Rogerum de Staunford . apud 
Norht’ . venit et cognouit etc. Ideo ipse custodiatur [etc.']. Postea 
fecit finem cum domino Rege per viginti denarios per plegium Walteri 
Passelewe etc. [marg. finis xx d.¢]|? 

William of Cogenhoe, who was at another time indicted before the same 
justices for beating Roger of Staunford at Northampton, came and acknow- 
ledged etc. Therefore let him be kept in custody, etc. Afterwards he made 
fine with the lord king by twenty pence on the surety of Walter Passelewe etc. 
203. Jordanus de Benyfeld’ qui alias coram eisdem Justiciariis 

indictatus fuit de eo quod ipse insultauit homines ville Norht’ . ad vigiliam 
secundum formam statuti Wynton’ . faciendam deputatos . venit et cog- 
nouit . etc. Ideo ipse custodiatur etc. Postea fecit finem per viginti 
denarios per plegium Johannis de Sibford Chaundeler et Gregorij . de 
Merston’ . etc. [marg. finis xx d.4]§ 

Jordan of Benefield, who was at another time indicted before the same 
justices for assaulting men of the town of Northampton deputed to keep the 
watch according to the form of the Statute of Winchester, came and acknow- 
ledged etc. Therefore let him be kept in custody etc. Afterwards he made 
fine by 20 d. on the surety of John of Sibford, chandler, and Gregory of Mars- 
ton, etc. 

204. Conuictum est per Inquisicionem patrie in quam Thomas de 
Derby de Norhampton’ querens et Petrus filius Johannis Bonauentur’ 
defendens se posuerunt quod cum predictus Petrus et quidam Hugo 
filius Johannis de Staunford’ die Lune proxima post tres septimanas 
Pasche anno regni regis nune septimo apud Norhampton’ stetissent 
ynus ex opposito alterius in regia strata ludendo cum quadam rota 
carecte proicientes rotam illam quilibet ad alterum ex transuerso strate 
predicte . predictus Thomas a casu transitum ibidem faciens pro qui- 
busdam negociis suis in eadem villa expediendis post solis occasum . 
ignorans ipsos sic ibidem ludentes . superuenit vbi rota illa de loco ad 
locum vehementi cursu proiecta currebat et ipsum Thomam antequam 
inde fuisset premunitus attigit super Humeros vnde cecidit ad terram 


a 


1 see No. 88. 2 see No. 91. 3 see No. 85. 
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et fregit tibiam suam. Et Juratores quesiti si predicti Petrus et Hugo 
maliciose vel causa malefaciendi eidem Thome proiecerunt rotam pre- 
dictam . dicunt quod non. Quesiti si udem Petrus et Hugo perceperunt 
ipsum Thomam inter eos transitum facientem . dicunt quod sic. Quesiti 
si premunierint ipsum Thomam vt recederet a cursu rote predicte 
dicunt quod non. [marg. dampna si qua lx . s| [marg. Westm’ a 
die sancti Hillarij in xv dies]! 

It is found by an inquest of the country on which Thomas de Derby of 
Northampton, plaintiff, and Peter son of John Bonaventure, defendant, put 
themselves that when the aforesaid Peter and a certain Hugh son of John of 
Staunford, on Monday three weeks after Easter in the seventh year of the reign 
of the present king, [29th April 1314] were standing opposite each other in 
the highway at Northampton, playing with a certain cart-wheel, throwing 
that wheel to each other across the street aforesaid, the aforesaid Thomas, 
crossing there by chance after sunset on certain business of his own in the same 
town, and not knowing that they were playing there in this manner, came to 
the spot where that wheel was being violently driven from place to place, 
and without warning it hit the same Thomas on his shoulder, causing him to 
fall to the ground and break his leg. And the jurors being asked if the afore- 
said Peter and Hugh threw the wheel aforesaid maliciously or with intent to 
injure the same Thomas, they say no. Asked if the same Peter and Hugh 
saw the same Thomas crossing between them, they say yes. Asked if they 
had warned the same Thomas to draw back from the course of the wheel afore- 
said, they say no. [Marg. Damages if any, 60 s.] 


{M. 11.1 DELIBERACIO GAOLE DoMINI REGIS CASTRI NORHAMPTON’ 
FACTA CORAM HENRICO SPIGURNEL JOHANNE PEYURE . WALTERO 
DE MOLESWORTH ET JOHANNE DE WYLUGHBY JUSTICIARIIS 
Domint REGIS AD EANDEM GAOLAM DELIBERANDAM ASSIGNATIS 
APUD NORHAMPTON . DIE MERCURIJ PROXIMA POST FESTUM 
ASSUMPCIONIS BEATE MARIE . ANNO REGNI REGIS EDWARDI 
FILI] REGIS EDWARDI OCTAUO SPIGURNEL. 


Delivery of the Gaol of the Lord King, at the Castle of North- 
ampton, made before Henry Spigurnel, John Peyvre, Walter de 
Molesworth and John de Wylughby, Justices of the Lord King 
assigned to deliver the same gaol at Northampton, on Wednesday 
next after the feast of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary in the 
eighth year of the reign of King Edward, son of King Edward. 
[21st August, 1314] 


Dominus Rex assignauit prefatos Henricum . Johannem . Walterum . 
et Johannem . Justiciarios suos per breue suum in hec verba. Edwardus 
dei gracia Rex Anglie Dominus Hibernie et Dux Aquitanie dilectis et 
fidelibus suis Henrico Spigurnel . Johannis Peyure . Waltero de Moles- 
worth’ . et Johanni de Wylughby . salutem . Sciatis quod constituimus 
vos tres vel duos vesttum . quorum vos prefate Henrice . vnum esse 
volumus . Justiciarios nostros ad omnes gaolas in comitatibus Buk’ 
Bed’ Norht’ et Rotel’ . deliberandas tam videlicet de illis qui coram 
custodibus pacis nostre in dictis Comitatibus . de feloniis et transgres- 
sionibus . postquam iter nostrum arripuimus . uersus partes Scocie ad 
rebellionem et maliciam Scotorum inimicorum et rebellium nostrorum 
cum dei adiutorio reprimendas . videlicet post diem dominicam . in 


1 Written below record. No reference to this case has been found on the Common 
Plea Roll of Hilary Term 1315, nor on the rolls of the following terms. See 160 
above. 
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ramis palmarum . proximo preteritam indictati sunt vel extunc indictari 
contigerit quam de aliis in eisdem gaolis existentibus. Et ideo vobis 
mandamus quod ad certos dies . quos vos tres vel duo vestrum quorum 
vos prefate Henrice vnum esse volumus ad hoc proueritis [szc|] gaolas 
illas deliberetis in forma predicta. Facturi [inde!] quod ad Justiciam 
pertinet . secundum legem et consuetudinem regni nostri . saluis nobis 
amerciamentis et aliis ad nos inde spectantibus. Mandauimus enim 
vicecomitibus nostris Comitatuum predictorum . quod ad certos dies 
quos vos . tres uel duo vestrum . quorum vos prefate Henrice vnum esse 
volumus . ei [sic] scire facietis omnes prisones earumdem gaolarum . et 
eorum attachiamenta . coram vobis omnibus tribus vel duobus vestrum . 
quorum vos prefate Henrice vnum esse volumus . venire faciant. In 
cuius rei testimonium has litteras nostras fieri fecimus patentes. Teste 
me ipso apud Berewycum super Twedam . x . die Jullj . anno . regni 
nostri octauo. 


Gl. (Marg. Probator] Johannes de Burcestr’ alias cognouit se 
esse latronem et coram Coronatore deuenit probator . Modo venit et 
retraxit se de appello suo. Ideo ipse suspendatur etc. Catalla eius 
nulla etc. [marg. Suspendatur] 

John de Burcestr’ at another time acknowledged that he was a thief and 


became an approver before the coroner. Now he comes and withdraws himself 
of his appeal. Therefore let him be hanged etc. His chattels none etc. 


[Marg. Lryc’| 
G2. Alexander Pulewere de Brackele et Alicia vxor eius capti 
per appellum predicti Johannis Probatoris suspensi pro morte 
quorumdam hominis et mulieris felonice interfectorum apud Thur- 
meston’ in comitatu Leyc’ et pro roberia eisdem facta in societate 
eiusdem probatoris alias de bono et malo posuerunt se inde super patriam 
etc. per quod preceptum fuit vicecomiti Leycestr’ quod venire faceret 
hic ad hune diem . xij . etc. [de visneto etc.{] per quos . etc. Et ‘qut 
nec . etc. Et predicti Alexander et Alicia modo veniunt. Et similiter 
Juratores de Comitatu Leyc’ qui dicunt super sacramentum suum quod 
predicti Alexander et Alicia in nullo sunt culpabiles de feloniis predictis. 
Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. Non subtraxerunt se etc. [marg. Quietus 
Ouieta | 
Alexander Pulewere of Brackley and Alice his wife taken on the appeal of 
the aforesaid John, approver, hanged for the death of a certain man and woman 
feloniously killed at Thurmaston in the county of Leicester, and for robbery 
against the same, committed in the company of the same approver, at another 
time for good and ill put themselves therefor on the country etc., for which 
the sheriff of Leicester was ordered to cause to come here on this day twelve 
etc. of the neighbourhood etc. by whom, etc. And who neither etc. And 
the aforesaid Alexander and Alice now come, and likewise the jurors of the 
county of Leicester, who say on their oath that the aforesaid Alexander and 
Alice are in nothing guilty of the aforesaid felonies. Therefore they are ac- 
quitted thereof etc. They did not withdraw themselves etc. 


[Marg. BUK’] 

G3. Willelmus quondam seruiens Willelmi de Cotesford Draper de 
Brackele captus per appellum eiusdem Johannis probatoris suspensi pro 
morte cuiusdam mercatoris pannorum felonice interfecti inter Bukyng- 
ham et Radeclyue in Comitatu Buk’ et pro roberia eidem mercatori 
ibidem facta qui alias de bono et malo posuit se inde super patriam per 
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quod preceptum fuit vicecomiti Buk’ quod venire faceret hic ad hune 
diem . xij . etc. de visneto etc. per quos etc. Et qui nec etc. ad 
recognescendum etc. Si etc. Modo venit . Et similiter Juratores de 
Comitatu Buk’ veniunt. Qui dicunt super sacramentum suum quod 
predictus Willelmus in nullo est culpabilis de predictis feloniis sibi 
impositis. Ideo ipse inde quietus etc. Non subtraxit se etc. [marg. 
Quietus]. 
William, formerly servant of William de Cottesford, draper of Brackley, 
taken on the appeal of the same John, approver, hanged for the death of a 
certain cloth merchant, feloniously killed between Buckingham and Radclive 
in the county of Buckingham, and for robbery of the same merchant com- 
mitted there, who at another time, for good and ill put himself therefor on 
the country, wherefore the sheriff of Buckingham was ordered to cause to come 
here at this day twelve etc. of the neighbourhood etc. by whom etc. And 
who neither etc. to make known etc. If etc. Now he comes. And likewise 
come the jurors of the county of Buckingham, who say on their oath that the 
aforesaid William is in nothing guilty of the aforesaid felonies charged against 
him. Therefore he is acquitted thereof etc. He did not withdraw himself etc. 


[Marg. SUTTON’ | 

G4. Willelmus Huwes de Aynho captus per appellum eiusdem 
Johannis probatoris suspensi pro morte cuiusdam hominis ignoti 
in domo ipsius Willelmi apud Aynho felonice interfecti et depre- 
dati . Et pro morte Hugonis de Fynmere felonice interfecti apud 
Aynho in societate eiusdem probatoris. Venit et quesitus qualiter 
ad sectam domini Regis se velit de predictis feloniis acquietare. defen- 
dit . mortem roberiam omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. 
Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam Juratores Hundredi 
de Sutton’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus Willelmus 
in nullo est culpabilis de predictis feloniis sibi impositis. Ideo ipse inde 
quietus etc. Non subtraxit se etc. [marg. Quietus]. 

William Huwes of Aynho taken on the appeal of the same John, approver, 
hanged for the death of a certain unknown man, feloniously killed and robbed 
in the house of the same William at Aynho and also for the death of Hugh 
of Finmere, feloniously killed at Aynho in the company of the same approver, 
comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself of the aforesaid felonies 
at the suit of the lord king, he denies the death, robbery, all felony and what- 
ever is against the peace etc. And for good and ill he puts himself therefor 
on the country. The jurors of the hundred of Sutton say on their oath that 
the aforesaid William is in nothing guilty of the aforesaid felonies charged 


against him. Therefore he is acquitted thereof etc. He did not withdraw 
himself etc. 


[Marg. SUTTON’ BRACKELE] 

G5. Andreas le Chapman de Brackele captus per appellum predicti 
Johannis probatoris suspensi pro morte cuiusdam hominis felonice inter- 
fecti in domo ipsius Andree apud Brackele. 

G6. Willelmus de Barton’ captus per appellum eiusdem probatoris 
pro morte duorum mercatorum felonice interfectorum et depredatorum 
apud Brackele. 

G7. Willelmus Bucke de Brackele captus per appellum predicti 
probatoris pro morte cuiusdam hominis ignoti felonice interfecti et 
depredati inter Pruston’ [sic] et Bannebury. 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter ad sectam domini Regis se velint inde 
acquietare. defendunt mortem roberiam omnem feloniam et quicquid 
est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponunt se inde super patriam . 
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Juratores Hundredi de Sutton’ et villate [sic] de Brackele dicunt super 
sacramentum suum quod predicti Andreas . Willelmus et Willelmus in 
nullo sunt culpabiles de feloniis sibi impositis. Ideo ipsi inde quieti 
etc. Non subtraxerunt se etc. [marg. Quietus Quietus Quietus] 


Andrew the Chapman of Brackley taken on the appeal of the aforesaid 
John, approver, hanged, for the death of a certain man feloniously killed in the 
house of the same Andrew at Brackley ; William of Barton taken on the appeal 
of the same approver for the death of two merchants feloniously killed and 
robbed at Brackley; William Bucke of Brackley taken on the appeal of the 
aforesaid approver for the death of a certain man unknown feloniously killed 
and robbed between Preston and Banbury; come and being asked how 
they wish to acquit themselves thereof at the suit of the lord king, they deny 
the death, robbery, all felony and whatever is against the peace etc. And 
for good and ill they put themselves therefor on the country. The jurors 
of the hundred of Sutton and the township of Brackley say on their oath that 
the aforesaid Andrew, William, and William are in nothing guilty of the felonies 
charged against them. Therefore they are acquitted etc. They did not 

‘withdraw themselves etc. 


[Marg. CoRBY | 

G8. Robertus de Wodecroft’ captus pro morte Roberti filij 
Willelmi Nichole felonice interfecti apud Gretton’ in Hundredo 
de Corby vnde indictatus fuit coram Roberto le Veer Coronatori 
etc. venit et quesitus qualiter se velit inde acquietare. defendit 
mortem omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono 
et malo ponit se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredi de Corby 
dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus Robertus de Wodecroft 
in nullo est culpabilis de morte predicta. Ideo ipse inde quietus etc. 
Non subtraxit se [marg. Quietus] 

Robert of Woodcroft taken for the death of Robert son of William Nichole, 
feloniously killed at Gretton in the hundred of Corby whereof he was indicted 
before Robert le Veer, coroner etc., comes, and being asked how he wishes 
to acquit himself thereof, denies the death, all felony and whatever is against 
the peace etc. And for good and ill he puts himself therefor on the country. 
The jurors of the hundred of Corby say on their oath that the aforesaid Robert 
of Woodcroft is in nothing guilty of the death aforesaid. Therefore he is 
acquitted thereof etc. He did not withdraw himself. 


(Marg. FALWESLE. GILDESBURGH’] _ [FAWSLEY, GUILSBOROUGH | 

G9. Simon filius Henrici de Gildesby captus apud Gildesby pro 
quodam equo felonice furato apud Bergheby in Comitatu Norhampton . 
vnde indictatus fuit coram conseruatoribus pacis . etc. venit et quesitus 
qualiter se velit inde acquietare. defendit furtum omnem feloniam et 
quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super 
patriam. Juratores Hundredorum de Falewesle et Gildesburgh’ dicunt 
super sacramentum suum quod predictus Simon culpabilis est de latro- 
cinio predicto sibi imposito. Ideo ipse suspendatur etc. (marg. Sus- 
pendatur]. Catalla eius . ij . s. vnde villata [sic] de Gildesby respondeat 
etc. [marg. catalla j s.¢] : 


Simon, son of Henry of Kilsby, taken at Kilsby for a certain horse felon- 
iously stolen at Barby in the county of Northampton, whereof he was indicted 
before the keepers of the peace etc., comes, and being asked how he wishes to 
acquit himself thereof, denies the theft, all felony and whatever is against the 
peace etc. And for good and ill he puts himself therefor on the country. The 
jurors of the hundreds of Fawsley and Guilsborough say on their oath that the 
aforesaid Simon is guilty of the aforesaid theft charged against him. There- 
fore let him be hanged. His chattels 2 s. for which let the township of Kilsby 
answer, etc. 
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(Marg. WYMERSLE] [WYMERSLEY.| 

G10. Johannes Crak’ de Yerdele captus pro latrocinio vnius 
Jumenti felonice furati de Alano Allewyn apud Yerdele Hastyngges in 
Hundredo de Wymersle vnde indictatus fuit coram senescallo Johannis 
de Hastyngges . venit et quesitus qualiter se velit inde acquietare . De- 
fendit latrocintum omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. 
Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredi 
de Wymersle dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus Johannes 
Crak’ culpabilis est de latrocinio predicto. Ideo ipse suspendatur. 
Catalla eius nulla .etc. [Marg. suspendatur]}. 


John Crak of Yardley [Hastings] taken for theft of a mare feloniously 
stolen from Adam Allewyn at Yardley Hastings in the hundred of Wymersley, 
whereof he was indicted before the steward of John de Hastings, comes, and being. 
asked how he wishes to acquit himself thereof, denies the theft, all felony and 
whatever is against the peace etc. And for good and ill he puts himself therefor 
on the country. The jurors of the hundred of Wymersley say on their oath 
that the aforesaid John Crak is guilty of the aforesaid theft. Therefore let 
him be hanged. His chattels none etc. 


[Marg. POKEBROK’| [POLEBROOKE] — 

Gll. Johannes Pygg’ de Grendon’ captus per appellum Willelmi 
de Lichefeld nuper probatoris in gaola ista pro latrocinio vndecim vinarum 
panni de Blueto et octo vinarum de Russeto apud Vndle felonice fura- 
tarum venit et quesitus ad sectam domini Regis qualiter se velit inde 
acquietare . Defendit latrocinium furtum omnem feloniam et quicquid 
est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patniam. 
Juratores Hundredi de Pokebrok’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod 
predictus Johannes in nullo est inde culpabilis. Ideo ipse inde quietus 
etc. Non subtraxit seetc. [Marg. Quietus]. : 


John Pygg of Grendon taken on the appeal of William of Lichfield, late 
approver in that gaol, for the theft of eleven ells of blue cloth and eight ells 
of russet, feloniously stolen at Oundle, comes, and being asked how he wishes 
to acquit himself thereof at the suit of the lord king, denies the larceny, theft, 
all felony and whatever is against the peace etc. And for good and ill he puts 
himself therefor on the country. The jurors of the hundred of Polebrook 
say on their oath that the aforesaid John is in nothing guilty thereof. There- 
fore he is acquitted thereof etc. He did not withdraw himself, etc. 


[Marg. WYMERSLE] [WYMERSLEY] 

G12. Adam Kyng’ de Pyddyngton’ captus pro burgaria domus 
Willelmi Huddy de Asshene et bonis suis ad valenciam quadraginta 
solidorum ibidem felonice furatis et asportatis vnde indictatus fuit coram 
Galfrido de Braddon’ et sociis suis Custodibus pacis etc. 

G13. Robertus Beton de Parua Dodyngton’ captus pro quinque 
dentibus felonice furatis apud Paruam Dodyngton’ de Rogero Stryk’ et 
Matillide de Weston’ et pro eo quod est communis Latro . vnde indictatus 
fuit coram eisdem Custodibus etc. 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint inde acquietare. Defendunt 
Burgariam roberiam . Jatrocinium .omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra 
pacem. [Et de] bono et malo ponunt se inde super patriam. Juratores 
Hundredi de Wymersl’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti 
Adam et Robertus culpabiles sunt de feloniis sibi impositis. Ideo ipsi 
suspendantur etc. Catalla eorum nulla. [marg. Suspendatur Suspen- 


datur]. 
Adam Kyng of Piddington, taken for burglary of the house of William 
Huddy of Ashton and for feloniously stealing and carrying away his goods 
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there to the value of 40 s., whereof he was indicted before Geoffrey of Bradden 
and his fellow keepers of the peace etc., Robert Beton of Denton taken for 
feloniously stealing five plough-shares at Denton from Roger Stryk’ and Maud 
of Weston, and because he is a common thief wherefore he was indicted before 
the same keepers etc., come, and being asked how they wish to acquit them- 
selves thereof, deny the burglary, robbery, theft, all felony and whatever is 
against the peace etc. And for good and ill they put themselves therefor 
on the country. The jurors of the hundred of Wymersley say on their oath 
that the aforesaid Adam and Robert are guilty of the felonies charged against 
them. Therefore let them be hanged etc. No chattels. 


(Marg. Toucestr’| [TOWCESTER] 


G14. Willelmus Breyd de Toucestr’ captus pro morte cuiusdam 
hominis felonice interfecti apud Dockewel[{lehay vnde] indictatus 
fuit coram Roberto Kynne Coronatore . venit et quesitus qualiter se 
velit inde acquietare . Defendit [mor|tem omnem feloniam et quicquid 
est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam 
Juratores Hundredi de Toucestr’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod 
predictus Willelmus in nullo est culpabilis de morte predicta. [Ideo| 
ipse inde quietus etc. Non subtraxit se etc. [marg. Quietus| 

William Breyd of Towcester, taken for the death of a certain man felon- 

iously killed at Dockwelf{lehay] [whereof] he was indicted before Robert 
Kynne coroner, comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself thereof, 
denies the death, all felony, and whatever is against the peace etc. And for 
good and ill he puts himself therefor on the country. The jurors of the hundred 
of Towcester say on their oath that the aforesaid William is in nothing guilty 
of the aforesaid death. Therefore he is acquitted thereof etc. He did not 
withdraw himself etc. 

G15. Adam Breyd de Touclestr’] captus [de eo quod] indictatus 
fuit coram prefato Coronatore de assensu et precepto mortis predicte 
eat quietus [quia predictus Willelmus] de principali acquietatus est etc. 
[marg. Quietus]. 

Let Adam Breyd of Towcester taken because he was indicted before the © 


aforesaid coroner of the assent and counsel of the aforesaid death be acquitted, 
because the aforesaid William is acquitted of the principal etc. 


{Marg. ROTHEWELL | 


G16. Willelmus de Foxton de Rothewell’ captus pro vno equo 
felonice furato de Johanne le Warde de Rothewell’ [et pro eo] est com- 
munis latro de equis bobus et vaccis vnde indictatus est . Venit et quesitus 
qualiter se velit [inde acquietare] . Dicit quod ipse alias in Curia domini 
regis hic coram Hugone Wake et sociis suis Justiciariis domini Regis 
[ad gaolam illam] deliberandam assignatis videlicet anno regni regis 
nunc septimo de feloniis predictis extitit acquietatus et . . . record 
fde . . .], Rotulorum ipsius Hugonis de tempore predicto . Ideo man- 
datus est prefato Hugoni quod scrutatis rotulis [mittat] recordum ac- 
quietancie predicte . hic in Crastino Circumcisionis domini etc. [marg. 
gaola | 
William de Faxton of Rothwell taken for a horse feloniously stolen from 
John le Warde of Rothwell and because he is a common thief of horses, oxen and 
cows whereof he is indicted, comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit 
himself thereof, says that he was at another time acquitted of the same felonies 
in the court of the lord king here before Hugh Wake and his associates, justices 
assigned to deliver the gaol of the lord king, to wit, in the seventh year of the 
reign of the present king . . . Therefore the said Hugh is ordered to 
scrutinise the rolls and send the record of the aforesaid acquittal here on the 
Morrow of the Circumcision, [2nd January 1315] etc. 
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[M. 11d.]| ADHUC DE DELIBERACIONE GAOLE CASTRI Noru?t’ DIE ET 
ANNO SUPRADICTIS SPIGURNEL’. 


Further concerning the delivery of the gaol of the Castle of Northampton 
on the day and year aforesaid. 


G17. Nicholaus de Kenyngcourt’ qui alias cognouit se esse latronem 
et coram Coronatore deuenit probator modo venit et dicit quod clericus 
est etc. Et super hoc venit Magister Hospitalis sancti Johannis gerens 
vices Lincoln’ Episcopi etc. et petit ipsum tamquam clericum etc. per 
litteras ipsius Episcopi patentes in hec verba Vniuersis ad quos pre- 
sentes littere peruenerint Johannes permissione diuina Lincolniensis 
Episcopus salutem in omnium saluatore Vniuersitati vestre notum 
facimus per presentes quod ad exigendum et recipiendum vice et auctori- 
tate nostra secundum libertatem ecclesiasticam et regni consuetudinem 
approbatam quoscumque clericos seu alios viros ecclesiasticos pro quo- 
cumque crimine seu transgressione captos et apud Norhampton’ incar- 
ceratos et incarcerandos a dominis Henrico Spigurnel Johanne Peyure 
Waltero de Molesworth’ et Johanne de Wilby Militibus seu aliis Justi- 
ciarliis domini Regis ipsos liberandi Habentibus po[szc] vt de eis fiat in 
foro ecclesiastico quod secundum Canonicas sanctiones fuerit faciendum 
dilectis in Christo filiis Abbati Monasterij Sancti Jacobi . Magistro 
Hospitalis Sancti Johannis et Decano Norhampton’ diuisim vices 
nostras committimus cum cohercionis canonice potestate. In cuius rei 
testimonium sigillum nostrum presentibus est appensum. Datum apud 
Lafford’ . xviij . Kalendas Septembres Anno domini . M°.CCC™, . quarto 
decimo. 

Et predictus Nicholaus ei liberatur tamquam Clericus conuictus 
saluo custodiendus sub pena qua decet etc. Et inhibitum est eidem 
Episcopo quod ad eius purgacionem non procedat Domino Rege incon- 
sulto etc. [marg. clericus liberetur Episcopo. | 

Nicholas de Kenyngcourt, who at another time acknowledged himself 

a thief, and turned approver before the coroner, now comes and says he is a 

clerk etc. And on this comes the Master of St. John’s Hospital, deputy of 

the Bishop of Lincoln etc., and claims him as a clerk by letters patent of the 
same bishop in these words :—[the Enrolment of the Bishop’s letters follows] 

And the aforesaid Nicholas was delivered to him as a convicted clerk for safe 

custody under proper penalty, etc. But the said Bishop is inhibited from 

proceeding to clear him without consulting the king etc. 

G18. [Marg. BEpD’| Johannes de London’ de Wollauston’ captus 
per appellum eiusdem Nicholai probatoris pro quadam roberia facta 
cuidam Mercatori ignoto apud Kyngeswode in Comitatu Bed’ venit . et 
quesitus qualiter ad sectam domini Regis se velit de roberia predicta 
acquietare. Defendit roberiam . omnem feloniam! . et quicquid est 
contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam Ideo 
preceptum est vicecomiti Bed’ quod venire faciat coram prefatis Justi- 
ciarlis hic die veneris proxima post festum Circumcisionis domini xij . 
etc. de visneto predicto per quos etc. Et quietc . ad recognescendum 
etc. Si etc. Et predictus Johannes interim remittitur gaole a 
imarg. gaole] Ad quem diem coram prefatis Henrico Spigurnel . 
Johanne de Wylughby apud Norht’ venit predictus Johannes . - 
similiter Juratores de visneto predicto qui dicunt super sacramentum 
suum quod predictus Johannes non est culpabilis. Ideo ipse inde 
quietus. Non subtraxit se. [marg. Quietus]| 


i“ Omnem feloniam ’’ over erasure. 


% 


62 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE SESSIONS ROLLS 


John de London of Wollaston, taken on the appeal of the same Nicholas, 
approver, for a certain robbery committed against a certain unknown mer- 
chant at King’s Wood in the county of Bedford, comes, and being asked how 
he wishes to acquit himself of the aforesaid robbery at the suit of the lord king, 
denies the robbery, all felony and whatever is against the peace etc. And for 
good and ill he puts himself therefor on the country. Therefore the sheriff 
of Bedford is ordered to cause him to come before the aforesaid justices here 
on Friday after the feast of the Circumcision, twelve, etc., of the aforesaid 
neighbourhood, through whom etc. And who etc. to make known etc. If etc. 
And meanwhile the aforesaid John is returned to gaol etc. On which day the 
aforesaid John comes before the aforesaid Henry Spigurnel and John de 
Wylughby at Northampton, and likewise the jurors of the neighbourhood 
aforesaid, who say on their oath that the aforesaid John is not guilty. There- 
fore he is acquitted thereof. He did not withdraw himself. 


DELIBERACIO GAOLE VILLE NORHAMPTON’ CORAM PREFATIS JUSTICIARIIS 
DIE ET ANNO SUPRADICTIS. 


Delivery of the Gaol of the town of Northampton before the aforesaid 
justices on the day and year aforesaid. 


[Marg. NORHT | 
G19. Johannes filius Michaelis de Quenton’ captus pro morte 
Johannis de Wymyngham felonice interfecti in villa Northampton’ vnde 
indictatus fuit coram Coronatore ville Norhampton’. venit et quesitus 
qualiter se velit inde acquietare . Defendit mortem omnem feloniam et 
quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super 
patriam. Juratores ville Norhampton’ dicunt super sacramentum suum 
quod predictus Johannes filius Michaelis culpabilis est de morte predicta. 
Ideo ipse suspendatur. Catalla eius nulla etc. [marg. Suspendatur]} 
John son of Michael of Quinton, taken for the death of John de Wymyng- 
ham, feloniously killed in the town of Northampton, whereof he was indicted 
before the coroner of the town of Northampton, comes and being asked how 
he wishes to acquit himself thereof, denies the death, all felony and whatever 
is against the peace etc. And for good and ill he puts himself therefor on the 
country. The jurors of the town of Northampton say on their oath that the 
aforesaid John son of Michael is guilty of the aforesaid death. Therefore let 
him be hanged. His chattels none etc. | 


(Marg. NEUBOTL’| [Nobottle Grove} 

G 20. Robertus de Braunfeld de Norhampton’ captus pro morte 
Johannis filius Willelmi le Warde de Brampton felonice interfecti apud 
Brampton’ in Hundredo de Neubotlegraue vnde indictatus fuit coram 
Coronatore . venit et quesitus qualiter se velit inde acquietare . Defen- 
dit mortem omnem feloniam et quidquid est contra pacem etc. Et de 
bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam Per quod preceptum est 
vicecomiti Norht’ quod venire faciat hic . xij . etc. de Hundredo predicto 
per quos etc. Et Juratores Hundredi predicti veniunt Qui dicunt 
super sacramentum suum quod predictus Robertus in nullo est culpabilis 
de morte predicta. Ideo ipse quietus. Non subtraxit se etc. [marg. 
Ouietus | | 
Robert de Braunfeld of Northampton, taken for the death of John son of 
William le Warde of Brampton, feloniously killed at Brampton in the hundred 
of Nobottlegrove, whereof he was indicted before the coroner, comes, and 
being asked how he wishes to acquit himself thereof, denies the death, all 
felony and whatever is against the peace, etc. And for good and ill he puts 
himself therefor on the country, for which the sheriff of Northampton is ordered 
to cause to come here twelve etc. of the aforesaid hundred, by whom etc. And 
the jurors of the aforesaid hundred come and say on their oath that the afore- 
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said Robert is in nothing guilty of the aforesaid death. Therefore he is 
acquitted. He did not withdraw himself etc. 


[Marg. CLEYLE] 

G21. Johannes le Rous de Hampslap’ captus cum tribus pellibus 
lanutis furatis apud Couesgraue in Hundredo de Cleyle . venit et quesitus 
qualiter se velit inde acquietare . Defendit furtum omnem feloniam et 
quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super 
patriam. Per quod preceptum est vicecomiti Norht’ quod venire 
faciat hic xij etc. de Hundredo predicto per quos etc. Et Juratores 
Hundredi predicti veniunt Et dicunt quod predictus Johannes culpabilis 
est de furto predicto. Ideo ipse suspendatur [mmarg. Suspendatur]. 
Catalla eius . xviij .d. vnde villa Norhampton’ respondeat etc. [marg. 
Xvilj a4]. : 
John le Rous of Hanslope taken with three wool fells stolen at Cosgrove 
in the hundred of Cleyley, comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit 
himself thereof, denies the theft, all felony and whatever is against the peace 
etc. And for good and ill he puts himself therefor on the country, for which 
the sheriff of Northampton is ordered to cause to come here twelve etc. of the 
aforesaid hundred, by whom etc. And the jurors of the aforesaid hundred come 
and say that the aforesaid John is guilty of the aforesaid theft. Therefore 
let him be hanged etc. His chattels 18 d. for which let the town of Northampton 
answer etc. 


[Marg. CLEYLE]| 

G22. Ricardus Hulle de Grafton’ captus pro quodam Jumento 
‘Henrici Phelip’ de Stokebruer’ felonice furato apud Stokebruere [in 
Hundredo de Cleyle'] vnde indictatus fuit coram Conseruatoribus pacis. 
venit et quesitus qualiter se velit inde acquietare . Defendit furtum. 
omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem . etc. Et de bono et malo 
ponit se inde super patriam. Per quod preceptum est vicecomiti Norht’ 
quod venire faciat hic . xij . etc. de Hundredo de Cleyle per quos etc. 
Et Juratores Hundredi predicti veniunt . Et dicunt super sacramentum 
suum quod predictus Ricardus culpabilis est. Ideo ipse suspendatur. 
Catalla eius nulla etc. [marg. Suspendatur]. 


Richard Hulle of Grafton [Regis,] taken for a certain mare belonging to 
Henry Phelip of Stoke Bruerne feloniously stolen at Stoke Bruerne in Cleyley 
hundred, whereof he was indicted before the keepers of the peace, comes, 
and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself thereof, denies the theft, 
all felony and whatever is against the peace etc. And for good and ill he puts 
himself therefor on the country, for which the sheriff of Northampton is ordered 
to cause to come here twelve etc. of the hundred of Cleyley, by whom, etc. 
And the jurors of the aforesaid hundred come, and say on their oath that the 
aforesaid Richard is guilty. Therefore let him be hanged. His chattels none etc. 


G23. Johannes Steuene de Strettone captus apud Norhampton’ 
pro suspicione cum vno jumento et vno pullano . venit et quesitus 
qualiter se velit de latrocinio predictorum Jumenti et Pullani acquietare. 
Defendit latrocinitum omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. 
Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam. Juratores ville Nor- 
hampton’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus Johannes 
in nullo est culpabilis Ideo ipse inde quietus etc. [marg. Quietus| 


John Stevene of Stretton, taken at Northampton on suspicion, with a 
mare and foal, comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself of 
the theft of the aforesaid mare and foal, denies the theft, all felony and what- 
ever is against the peace etc., and for good and ill he puts himself therefor on 
the country. The jurors of the town of Northampton say on their oath that 

_ the aforesaid John is in nothing guilty. Therefore he is acquitted thereof etc. 
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[At the foot of the membrane :—] 


NoRHT’ ANNO OCTAUO REGIS EDWARDI FILIJ REGIS EDWARDI 
Northampton in the eighth year of King Edward son of King Edward. 


Ista ligula continet xj . rotulos. 
This file contains eleven rotulets. 


(M.9.] DELIBERACIO GAOLE Domint REGIS CASTRI NORHAMPTON’ 
FACTA IBIDEM CORAM PREFATIS HENRICO SPIGURNEL ET JOHANNE 
DE WYLUGHBY JUSTICIARIIS AD EANDEM GAOLAM DELIBERANDAM 
ASSIGNATIS . DIE VENERIS PROXIMA POST FESTUM CIRCUM- 
CISIONIS DOMINI ANNO REGNI REGIS EDWARDI FILIJ REGIS 
EDWARDI OcTAUO . per breue patens ut supra etc. 
SPIGURNEL 


Delivery of the gaol of the Lord King of the Castle of Northampton, 
made there before the aforesaid Henry Spigurnel and John de 
Wylughby, Justices assigned to deliver the same gaol on 
Friday next after the feast of the Circumcision of the Lord, 
in the eighth year of the reign of King Edward, son of King 
Edward. (3rd January, 1315]. By writ patent, as above, etc. 


(Marg. CoRBY] : 

G24. Johannes Druet de Boughton’ captus . per suspicionem . pro 
quadam roberia facta . cuidam Agneti atte Halle de Geytington’ apud 
Geytington’. 

G25. Walterus Hodd captus quia indictatus fuit coram prefatis 
Justiciariis de morte Johannis Le Parchemyner felonice interfecti . inter 
Geytington’ et Brikstok’.! 

G26. Willelmus filius Martini de Geytington’ captus quia indictatus 
fuit coram eisdem Justiciariis de morte Willelmi Le Taillur de Geytington’ 
ibidem felonice interfecti.? 

G27. Johannes le Coupere de Geytington’ captus quia indictatus 
fuit coram eisdem Justiciariis de eo quod est latro equorum . et com- 
munis latro in Hundredo de Corby.* 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint inde acquietare . defendunt . 
roberiam . mortem omnem feloniam et quicquid etc. Et de bono et 
malo ponunt se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredi de Corby . 
dicunt super sacramentum suum. quod predicti Johannes Druet . Wal- 
terus et Willelmus non [sunt‘] culpabiles de feloniis eis impositis. Ideo 
ipsi inde quieti. Et dicunt quod predictus Johannes le Coupere culpa- 
bilis est de feloniis ei impositis. Ideo ipse suspendatur. Catalla pre- 
dicti Johannis et aliorum qui subtraxerunt se {alias'] appreciata fuerunt . 
etc. [Marg. Quietus Quietus Quietus Suspendatur| | 

John Druet de Boughton, taken on suspicion for a certain robbery of a 
certain Agnes atte Halle of Geddington at Geddington, Walter Hodd taken 
because he was indicted before the said justices for the death of John the Par- 
minter, feloniously killed between Geddington and Brigstock; William son 


of Martin of Geddington, taken because he was indicted before the same Justices 
for the death of William the Tailor of Geddington, feloniously killed there ; 


1 see No. 46. 2 see No. 47. 3 see No. 50. 
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John the Cooper Geddington taken because he was indicted before the 
same justices as a thief of horses and as a common thief in the Hundred of 
Corby :—They come and being asked how they wish to acquit themselves, 
deny the robbery, death, all felony and whatever etc. And for good and iil 
put themselves therefor on the country. The jurors of the Hundred of Corby 
say on their oath that the aforesaid John Druet, Walter and William are not 
guilty of the felonies charged against them. Therefore they are acquitted. 
And they say that the aforesaid John the Cooper is guilty of the felony charged 
against him. Therefore let him be hanged. The chattels of the aforesaid John 
and of the others who withdrew themselves were at another time valued etc. 


[Marg. NORTON’ CLEYLE] 

G28. Thomas Wynrich’ de Norton’ captus quia indictatus fuit 
coram Roberto Kynn’ . Coronatore de morte Ricardi Heryng’ de Norton’ . 
felonice interfecti apud Norton’ Wode. 

G29. Ricardus de Offele captus quia indictatus fuit coram custodi- 
bus pacis de morte eiusdem Ricardi Heryng [unde breve de bono et 
malo etc.i} 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint inde acquietare . defendunt 
mortem omnem feloniam . et quicquid etc. et de bono et malo ponunt se 
inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredorum de Norton’ et Cleyle 
dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti Thomas et Ricardus 
non sunt culpabiles de morte predicta. Idec ipsi inde quieti. Non 
subtraxerunt se. [marg. Quietus Quietus| 

Thomas Wynrich of Norton, taken because he was indicted before Robert 

Kynn, coroner, of the death of Richard Heryng of Norton, feloniously killed 

at Norton wood; Richard of Offley, taken because he was indicted before the 

keepers of the peace for the death of the same Richard Heryng, whereof a 

writ de bono et malo etc.; They come, and being asked how they wish to 

acquit themselves, deny the death, all felony and whatever etc. And for good 
and ill they put themselves therefor on the country. The jurors of the Hundreds 
of Norton and Cleyley say on their oath that the aforesaid Thomas and Richard 


are not guilty of the aforesaid death. Therefore they are acquitted thereof. 
They did not withdraw themselves. 


DELIBERACIO GAOLE DOMINI REGIS . VILLE . NORTHAMPTON’ . FACTA 
IBIDEM CORAM PREFATIS JUSTICIARIIS . DIE ET ANNO SUPRADICTIS. 


Delivery of the gaol of the Lord King of the town of Northampton made 
there before the aforesaid Justices on the day and year aforesaid. 


(Marg. HEIGHAM SPELHO| [HIGHAM FERRERS, SPELHO] 

G30. Willelmus de Haselbech’ . captus ad sectam Johannis Le 
Veyse . de vico Sancti Jacobi pro quadam roberia ei facta apud Heigham 
Ferers de centum et quinque solidis argenti . et aliis bonis et catallis 
suis .ad valenciam duorum solidorum .vnde idem Johannes modo sequitur 
uersus eum . etc. Idem Willelmus indictatus in Hundredo de Spelho 
coram Justiciariis hic . de morte Willelmi Waryn de Creton . interfecti 
apud Torp’ et de roberia facta eidem Willelmo Waryn . et eciam de 
roberia facta cuidam Johanni le Heyward de Boketon’ . de bonis et 
catallis [ad valenciam‘] duorum solidorum et sex denariorum in Hun- 
dredo de Spelho . venit et quesitus qualiter de feloniis predictis velit 
se acquietare . dicit precise quod non uult se inde ponere super patriam. 
Ideo idem Willelmus tamquam refutans communem legem remittitur 
gaole ad penam etc. ([marg. gaol’ ad penam]. catalla eius . quadra- 
ginta [et'] vnum solidi vnde villata [sic] Norht’ respondeat [marg. 
Catalla xli s.4] 
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William of Haselbech taken at the suit of John Le Veyse of St. James 
Street for a certain robbery committed against him at Higham Ferrers, of 
105 shillings of silver, and of other goods and chattels to the value of 2 s., whereof 
the same John now proceeds against him etc. The same William, indicted 
in the Hundred of Spelhoe before the justices here of the death of William 
Waryn of Creaton, killed at Thorp,1 and of robbery committed against the 
same William Waryn and also for robbery committed against a certain John 
the Hayward of Boughton, of goods and chattels to the value of 2 s. 6 d., in 
the Hundred of Spelho, comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit him- 
self of the aforesaid felonies, says precisely that he does not wish to put him- 
self on the country. Therefore the said William, as refusing the common 
law, is sent back to gaol, ad penam, etc. His chattels 41 s. whereof let the 
township of Northampton answer. 


[Marg. Norut’] 

G31. Johannes filius Johannis Dalcok . captus per suspicionem 
quia inuentus fuit in societate predicti Willelmi de Haselbech’. 

G32. Philippus filius Alicie Russel captus quia alias coram Justi- 
ciariis hic indictatus fuit . de eo quod est communis latro pannorum . et 
rerum minutarum noctanter per fenestras et parietes in villa Norht’ 
extraendo.? . 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint de feloniis predictis acquietare. 
Defendunt latrocinium omnem feloniam et quicquid etc. et de bono 
et malo ponunt se inde super patriam. Juratores ville Norhampton’ 
dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus Johannes non est 
culpabilis de suspicione seu felonia ei imposita . Ideo ipse quietus. 
[marg. Quietus|]. Et dicunt quod predictus Philippus culpabilis est de 
feloniis ei impositis. Ideo ipse suspendatur. [marg. Suspendatur]. 
Catalla eius nulla. 

John son of John Dalcok, taken on suspicion because he was found in 
the company of the aforesaid William of Haselbech ; Philip son of Alice Russel 
taken because he had at another time been indicted before the justices here of 
being a common thief of cloth and of provisions, withdrawing them by night 
through windows and walls in the town of Northampton, come, and being asked 
how they wish to acquit themselves of the said felonies, deny all theft, felony 
and whatever etc., and for good and ill put themselves on the country. The 
jurors of the town of Northampton say on their oath that the aforesaid John 
is not guilty of the suspicion or of the felony charged against him. There- 
fore he is quit. And they say that the aforesaid Philip is guilty of the felonies 
charged against him. Therefore let him be hanged. No chattels. 


DELIBERACIO GAOLE DOMINI REGIS VILLE NORHT’ FACTA IBIDEM CORAM 
PREFATIS JUSTICIARIIS D1E LUNE PROXIMA POST FESTUM SANCTI 
Petri ADUINCULA ANNO REGNI REGIS EDWARDI FILIJ REGIS 
EpWARDI . NoNno._ per breue patens vt supra. 


Delivery of the Gaol of the Lord King of the town of Northampton 
made there before the aforesaid Justices on Monday next after 
the feast of St. Peter ad Vincula [4th August 1315]. By 
writ patent as above. 


G33. Robertus le Pulter de vico Sancti Jacobi captus pro eo quod 
indictatus fuit in villa Norhampton’ tamquam communis latro equorum 
aucarum gallinarum et aliorum latrociniorum . Venit et quesitus quali- 
ter se velit inde acquietare Defendit latrocinium omnem feloniam et 
quicquid etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam. Jura- 


1 Probably Kingsthorpe. 2 see No. 84. 
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tores ville Norhampton’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus 
Robertus in nullo est culpabilis. Ideo ipse inde quietus etc. [marg: 
Quietus }. 

Robert the Poulterer of St. James’ Street, taken because he was indicted 
in the town of Northampton as a common thief of horses, geese, hens and 
of other thefts, comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself thereof, 
denies the thefts, all felony and whatever etc. And for good and ill he puts 
himself therefor on the country. The jurors of the town of Northampton 
say on their oath that the aforesaid Robert is in nothing guilty. Therefore 
he is quit thereof, etc. 

G34, Agnes filia Abrahe filij Willelmi de Knottyng’ capta per 
suspicionem cum vno cipho de Mazer furato venit et quesita qualiter 
se velit inde acquietare . deadvocat ciphum predictum . etc . et defendit 
furtum omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de 
bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam Juratores ville Norht’ dicunt 
super sacramentum suum quod predicta Agnes in nullo est inde culpa- 
bilis. Ideo ipsa inde quieta . etc. Et predictus Ciphus remaneat domino 
Regi et appreciatur ad sex denarios. Vnde Thomas de Haddon et 
Walterus Cokyn Balliui ville Norht’ respondeant etc. ([marg. Quieta] 
[marg. Catalla vj d.4] 

Agnes, daughter of Abraham son of William of Knotting, taken on sus- 
picion with a stolen bowl of maple-wood, comes and being asked how she wishes 
to acquit herself thereof she disavows the aforesaid bowl etc., and denies the 
theft, all felony and whatever is against the peace etc. And for good and ill 
she puts herself therefor on the country. The jurors of the town of Northamp- 
ton say on their oath that the aforesaid Agnes is in nothing guilty thereof. 
Therefore she is quit thereof etc. And let the aforesaid bowl go to the Lord 
king; and it is appraised at 6 d. whereof let Thomas of Haddon and Walter 
Cokyn, bailiffs of the town of Northampton, answer etc. 


[M.9d.]|  DELIBERACIO GAOLE Domini REGIS CASTRI NORHAMPTON’ 
FACTA IBIDEM CORAM HENRICO SPIGURNEL ET JOHANNE DE 
WYLEGHBY JUSTICIARIS AD EANDEM GAOLAM DELIBERANDAM 
ASSIGNATIS DIE VENERIS PROXIMA POST CLAUSUM PASCHE 
ANNO REGNI REGIS EDWARDI FILIJ REGIS EDWARDI NONO. 

SPIGURNEL. 

Delivery of the Gaol of the Lord King of the Castle of Northampton 
made there before Henry Spigurnel and John de Wylughby, 
Justices assigned to deliver the same Gaol, on Friday next 
aiter the close of Easter in the ninth year of the reign of King 
Edward son of King Edward [23rd April 1316.]. 


[Marg. Patens} Dominus Rex assignauit Henricum Spigurnel. 
Walterum de Mullesworth’ et Johannem de Wyleghby Justiciarios suos 
per breue suum in hec verba . Edwardus dei gracia Rex Anglie Dominus 
Hibernie et Dux Aquitanie . dilectis et fidelibus suis Henrico Spigurnel 
Waltero de Mullesworth’ et Johanni de Wyleghby salutem . Sciatis 
quod constituimus vos uel duos vestrum quorum vos prefate Henrice 
vnum esse volumus Justiciarios nostros ad gaolas nostras Castri et Ville 
Norht’ deliberandas Et ideo vobis mandamus quod ad certum diem 
quem vos uel duo vestrum quorum vos prefate Henrice vnum esse 
volumus ad hoc prouideritis conueniatis apud Norhampton’ ad predictas 
gaolas deliberandas_ Facturi inde quod ad Justiciam pertinet secundum 
legem et consuetudinem regni nostri Saluis nobis amerciamentis et aliis 
ad nos inde spectantibus. 
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Mandauimus enim vicecomiti nostro Norht’ quod ad certum diem 
quem vos uel duo vestrum quorum vos prefate Henrice vnum esse volu- 
mus ei scire facietis. omnes prisones earumdem gaolarum et eorum attach- 
iamenta coram vobis uel duobus vestrum quorum vos prefate Henrice 
vnum esse volumus ibidem venire faciat. 

In cuius rei testimonium has litteras nostras fieri fecimus patentes. 

Teste me ipso apud Clipston’ Regis . x . die Martij . anno regni 
nostri . nono. 


[Marg. Probatores}. 
G35—7. Henricus de Kynelyngworth’ . Willelmus filius Petri Gosse 
de Boseyate . Willelmus atte Mulne de Croppery de Comitatu Oxon’ . 
qui alias coram Coronatore cognouerunt se esse latrones et felones com- 
munes et deuenerunt probatores . Modo veniunt et retraxerunt se de 
appello suo. etc. Ideo ipsi suspendantur etc. Catalla nulla etc. [marg. 
Suspendatur Suspendatur Suspendatur| 
Henry of Killingworth, William son of Peter Gosse of Bozeat, William 
at the Mill of Cropredy in the county of Oxford, who at another time before 
the coroner acknowledged themselves to be thieves and common felons and 


became approvers, now come and withdraw themselves from their appeal etc. 
Therefore let them be hanged etc. No chattels etc. 


[Marg. Wynton’ Sutton’] [WINCHESTER,! SUTTON?| 

G38. Nicholaus Tyard de Brakkele Tannour . Johannes Bere 
Wolmongere de eadem et Willelmus persoun de eadem capti per appellum 
predicti Henrici de Kynelyngworth’ probatoris suspensi pro morte 
Walteri de Lodbrok’ de Chepyng’ Wardon’ et cuiusdam fabri de Throp- 
mundeuill’ et duorum filiorum suorum in societate eiusdem probatoris 
felonice interfectorum in via regia inter Middelton’ et Thropmundeuill’ . 
et pro roberia eisdem ibidem facta de pannis et aliis bonis et catallis ad 
valenciam . quinquaginta solidorum 

G39. JIidem Nicholaus et Johannes capti per appellum predicti 
Willelmi atte Mulne de Croppery probatoris suspensi pro burgaria 
cuiusdam Shope apud Irencestr’ et decem coriis tannatis precij . lij . s. 
ibidem in societate eiusdem Willelmi probatoris felonice furatis etc. 

G40. Johannes Shayl de Brakkele Carnifex et Ricardus le Botiller 
carnifex capti per appellum predicti Henrici probatoris etc. pro latro- 
cinio quatuor vaccarum in societate eiusdem probatoris felonice fura- 
tarum apud Goldewell’ in Comitatu Norht’. 

G41. lidem Johannes et Ricardus et Ricardus de Wotton’ de 
Brakkele capti per appellum eiusdem probatoris . pro receptamento 
eiusdem probatoris et diuersorum latrociniorum suorum et maxime 
tresdecim bidentium quas furatus fuit apud Blecchesdon’ in Comitatu 
Oxon’ predictis Johanne . Ricardo et Ricardo hoc scientibus et latro- 
cinio consencientibus . etc. 

G42. Johannes de Helmedon’ de Bannebury captus per appellum 
predicti Henrici probatoris pro eo quod receptauit vnum Caudroun 


1 The Honour of Winchester, of which Brackley and Halse formed part. In the 
reign of John, the fee of the Earl of Winchester included lands in eleven counties. 
In 1264 the Honour was divided between three co-heiresses, and at the time 
of our Rolls, Brackley was held by Robert de Holland and Maud his wife, 
daughter of Alan de Ja Zouche. 

2 Sutton Hundred. 
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vnam ollam eneam et vnam patellam eneam furatos per ipsum proba- 
torem de preposito de Selueston’ scienter . etc. 

G43. Johannes le Saltere de Aynho Vpholdere captus per appellum 
elusdem Henrici probatoris . pro receptamento . duorum capetorum 
precij decem solidorum . quatuor lintheaminum precij quatuor solidorum 
. vnius Tunice et vnius Courtepy furatorum, de preposito de Solueston’ 
[sac] scienter etc. 

G44, Willelmus le Turnour de Thropmundeuill’ et Ricardus le 
Shepherde de eadem . capti per appellum Walteri de Lyllyngton’ nuper 
probatoris mortui in gaola ista pro receptamento ipsius probatoris et 
latrociniorum suorum apud Thropmundeuill’ scienter etc. 

G45. Rogerus de Shirbourne captus apud Brakkele cum falsa 
Moneta et cum vtensilibus et ingeniis ad eamdam Monetam fabricandam 
et faciendam. 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint de feloniis predictis acquietare . 
Defendunt mortem burgariam roberiam receptamentum falsacionem 
omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo 
ponunt se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredorum de Sutton’ et 
Wynton’ . dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti Nicholaus 
Tyard Johannes Bere Willelmus Parsoun Johannes Shail Ricardus le 
Botiller Ricardus de Wutton’ Johannes de Helmeden’ Johannes le Salter’ 
Willelmus le Tournour in nullo sunt culpabiles de feloniis eis impositis. 
Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. non subtraxerunt se . etc. [marg. Quietus 
Quietus Quietus Quietus Quietus Quietus Quietus Quietus Quietus | 
Et de predicto Rogero de Shirbourne dicunt quod culpabilis est de contra- 
factione Monete et falsacione Ideo ipse distringatur et postea suspen- 
datur [marg. Suspendatur] Catalla eius quatuor solidi vnde villata 
de Brakkele respondeat . etc. [marg. catalla iiij s.% 


Nicholas Tyard of Brackley, tanner, John Bere, woolmonger, of the same, 
and William Parson of the same, taken on the appeal of the said Henry of 
Killingworth approver, (now) hanged for the death of Walter of Ladbrooke 
of Chipping Warden, and of a certain Smith of Thorp Mandeville and of two 
of his sons, in the company of the same approver feloniously killed in the high- 
way between Middleton and Thorpe Mandeville, and for robberies committed 
against them there of cloth and other goods and chattels to the value of fifty 
shillings ; the same Nicholas and John taken on the appeal of William at 
the Mill of Cropredy, approver, (now) hanged, for burglary of a certain shop 
at Irchester and ten tanned hides, valued at 52 s., feloniously taken there in 
company of the same William, approver, etc. ; John Shayl of Brackley, butcher, 
and Richard the Butler, butcher, taken on the appeal of the aforesaid Henry, 
approver, etc. for the theft of four cows, feloniously stolen in the company 
of the same approver at Goldwell! in the county of Northampton ; the same 
John and Richard, and Richard de Wootton of Brackley, taken on the appeal 
of the same approver for receiving the same approver, and divers of his thefts, 
and especially of thirteen sheep which he stole at Bletchingdon in the county 
of Oxford, the aforesaid John, Richard and Richard knowing this and con- 
senting to the theft etc.; John of Helmdon of Banbury, taken on the appeal 
of the said Henry approver, because he received a cauldron, a brass pot and a 
brass spoon stolen by the same approver from the reeve of Silverstone know- 
ingly etc.; John the Salter of Aynho, upholder,? taken on the appeal of the 
said Henry, approver, for the receipt of two hoods valued at ten shillings, four 
sheets valued at four shillings, one tunic and one cloak stolen from the reeve 
of Silverstone knowingly etc.; William the Turner of Thorpe Mandeville 
and Richard the Sheperd of the same ; taken on the appeal of Walter of Lilling- 
ton, late approver, who died in that gaol, for receiving the approver himself 


* Now Golden Spring, in Brackley parish. See Northants. Place-N ames, p. 49. 
2 Possibly an upholsterer. 
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and his goods at Thorpe Mandeville, knowingly etc.; Roger of Sherbourne, 
taken at Brackley with counterfeit money and with utensils and tools for 
manufacturing and making this money ; come, and being asked how they wish 
to acquit themselves of the said felonies, deny the death, burglary, robbery, 
receiving, false money, all felony and whatever is against the peace, etc., and 
for good and ill they put themselves on the country. The jurors of the Hun- 
dreds of Sutton and Winchester! say on their oath that the said Nicholas 
Tyard, John Bere, William Parson, John Shail, Richard the Butler, Richard 
of Wootton, John of Helmden, John the Salter and William the Turner, are 
in nothing guilty ot the felonies charged against them. Therefore they are 
quit thereof, etc. They did not withdraw etc. And they say that the afore- 
said Roger of Sherbourne is guilty of counterfeiting and forging money. There- 
fore let him be distrained and afterwards hanged. His chattels, 4 s., whereof 
let the township of Brackley answer, etc. 


(Marg. NEUBOTL | 
G46. Johannes Julian filius Henrici Julian de Parua Heyford 
probator appellat Bartholomeum de Berewby et Hugonem filium Roberti 
filij predicti Bartholomei [et Hugonem de Horpel'] de sexaginta quatuor 
Multonibus in-societate sua felonice furatis in falda Abbatis de Sulby 
apud Coten’ in Comitatu Norht’ et fugatis ad domum predicti Bartholomei 
in Heyford et ibidem metatis Idem Johannes probator appellat 
Matillidem vxorem predicti Bartholomei de receptamento predictarum 
bidentium scienter etc. Idem appellat Robertum filium Bartholomei 
de Berewby de hoc quod ipsum receptauit apud Heyford et latrocinia 
sua sciens ipsum esse latronem etc. Et predicti Bartholemeus . Hugo 
Hugo Matillis et Robertus modo veniunt Et quesiti qualiter se velint 
de feloniis predictis acquietare . Defendunt latrocinium receptamentum 
societatem omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de 
bono et malo ponunt se inde super patriam Juratores Hundredi de Neu- 
botl’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti Bartholomeus 
Hugo Hugo Matillis et Robertus in nullo sunt culpabiles de feloniis 
predictis. Ideo ipse inde quieti.etc. [marg. Quietus Quietus Quietus 
Quieta Quietus] Et predictus Johannes probator pro falso appello suo . 
suspendatur. [marg. Suspendatur]. Catalla eius nulla etc. ; 
John Julian son of Henry Julian of Little [Upper] Heyford, approver, 
appeals Bartholemew of Barby, and Hugh son of Robert son of the said Bar- 
tholemew and Hugh of Harpole, of having stolen in his company sixty-four 
sheep in the fold of the abbot of Sulby at Coton in the county of Northampton, 
and of having driven them to the house of the aforesaid Bartholemew at Hey- 
ford, and there shared them out. The same John, approver, appeals Maud 
wife of the aforesaid Bartholemew, of receiving the aforesaid sheep, knowingly 
etc. He appeals Robert son of the said Bartholemew of Barby, of having 
received him and the stolen property at Heyford, knowing him to be a thief 
etc. And the aforesaid Bartholemew, Hugh, Hugh, Maud, and Robert now 
come, and being asked how they wish to acquit themselves of the aforesaid 
felonies, deny the theft, receiving, company, all felony, and whatever is against 
the peace etc. And for good and ill they put themselves therefor on the country. 
The jurors of the Hundred of Nobottlegrove say on their oath that the afore- 
said Bartholemew, Hugh, Hugh, Maud, and Robert are in nothing guilty of 
the aforesaid felonies. Therefore they are quit thereof, etc. And let the 
aforesaid John, approver, be hanged for his false appeal. His chattels, none. 


(Marg. NEUB’ | 

G47. Cecilia filia Willelmi le Puleter de Vico Sancti Jacobi capta 
pro eo quod indictata fuit coram vicecomite Norht’ de latrocinio sex 
gallinarum felonice furatarum apud Dayllynton’ et quod est com- 


1 See note 1 on p. 68 above. 
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munis latro . aucarum gallinarum et anatum [sic] . Venit et 
quesita qualiter se velit inde acquietare . Defendit latrocinium 
omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo 
ponit se inde super patriam. Juratores hundredi de Neub’ dicunt 
super sacramentum suum quod predicta Cecilia in nullo est inde 
culpabilis. Ideo ipsa inde quieta etc. [marg. Quieta]. Et 
Willelmus le Puleter de Vico Sancti Jacobi et Emma vxor eius indictati 
de receptamento predicte Cecilie . sic acquietate etc . eant quo ad 
receptamentum predictum quietietc. [marg. Quietus Quieta] 

Cecilia daughter of William the Poulterer of St. James’ Street, taken 
because she had been indicted before the sheriff of Northampton of the theft 
of six hens feloniously stolen at Dallington, and because she is a common thief 
of geese, hens and ducks, comes, and being asked how she wishes to acquit 
herself thereof, denies the theft, all felony, and whatever is against the peace 
etc. And for good and ill she puts herself therefor on the country. The 
jurors of the Hundred of Nobottlegrove say on their oath that the aforesaid 
Cecilia is in nothing guilty thereof. Therefore she is quit thereof etc. And 
let Wiliam the Poulterer of St. James’ Street and Emma his wife, indicted 


for receiving the said Cecilia, thus acquitted etc., go quit as far as concerns 
the receiving aforesaid, etc. 


[Marg. HEGHAM|] [HIGHAM FERRERS] 

G48. [Willelmus Laurence de Grimesby in Plegio captus cum vno 
calice felonice furato in ecclesia de Irtlyngburgh’ in Comitatu Norht’i]. 

G49. Margeria vxor Roberti Gale capta per appellum predicti 
Willelmi filij Petri Gose probatoris suspensi pro receptamento septem 
ouium per ipsum probatorem apud Strixton’ felonice furatarum [etc]. 
| G50. Thomas Grey de Strixton’ captus pro sex bidentibus in - 
societate eiusdem probatoris apud Strixton’ felonice furatis . 

G51. Ricardus le Shepherde de Wolaston’ captus per appellum 
eiusdem Willelmi probatoris pro . xv . bidentibus in societate etusdem 
probatoris apud Irencestr’ felonice furatis etc. 

G52. Ricardus de Cotes captus per appellum predicti Willelmi 
probatoris pro tribus Shokkys ordei felonice furatis in campis de Boseyate. 

G53. Johannes de Byllynge captus cum manuopere trium bussel- 
lorum ordei appreciatorum ad duos solidos felonice furatorum in grangia 
Willelmi de Wolaston’ apud Wolaston’ 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter ad sectam domini Regis se velint de 
feloniis predictis acquietare . Defendunt receptamentum  societatem 
furtum latrocintum omnem feloniam et quicquid etc. Et de bono et 
malo ponunt se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredi de Hegham 
dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti [Willelmus' and erased] 
Margeria Thomas Ricardus et Ricardus in nullo sunt culpabiles de feloniis 
predictis Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. [marg. Quietus Quieta Quietus 
Quietus} Non subtraxerunt se etc.. Et de predictis Johanne de Byllng’ 
[et Willelmo Laurence‘] dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti 
Johannes et Willelmus culpabiles sunt. Ideo ipsi suspendantur etc. 
|[marg. suspendatur suspendatur]. Catalla Johannis ij s. Vnde villata de 
Wolaston’ respondeat . etc. [marg. catalla ij s.] Catalla predicti 
Laurence vj . s. vnde villata de Hegham Ferrers respondeat etc. [marg. 
catalla vj s.| 

Wiliam Laurence of Grimsby in pledge, taken with a chalice feloniously 
stolen in the church of Irthlingborough in the county of Northampton; Mar- 


gery wife of Robert Gale, taken on the appeal of William son of Peter Gose, 
approver, hanged for receiving seven sheep feloniously stolen by the same 
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approver at Strixton; Thomas Grey of Strixton taken for having feloniously 
stolen six ewes in the company of the same approver at Strixton; Richard 
the Shepherd of Wollaston, taken on the appeal of the same William, approver, 
for having feloniously stolen fifteen ewes in the company of the same approver 
at Irchester; Richard de Cotes (Cotton), taken on the appeal of the aforesaid 
William, approver, for having feloniously stolen three shocks of barley in the 
fields of Bozeat; John of Billing, taken with stolen goods,—three bushels 
of barley, valued at 2 s., feloniously stolen in the grange of William of Wollas- 
ton at Wollaston ;—-come, and being asked how they wish to acquit themselves 
of the aforesaid felonies at the suit of the lord King, they deny the receipt, 
company, theft, robbery, all felony and whatever etc. And for good and ill 
they put themselves therefore on the country. The jurors of the Hundred of 
Higham Ferrers say on their oath that the aforesaid Margery, Thomas, Richard 
and Richard are in nothing guilty of the aforesaid felonies. Therefore they 
are quit thereof, etc. They did not withdraw themselves, etc. And of the 
said John of Billing and William Laurence they say on their oath that the 
aforesaid John and William are guilty. Therefore let them be hanged etc. 
John’s chattels 2 s. for which let the township of Wollaston answer, etc. The 
chattels of the aforesaid Laurence 6 s. for which let the township of Higham 
Ferrers answer etc. 


(M. 10.] ADHUC DE DELIBERACIONE GAOLE CASTRI NORHAMPTON’ CORAM 
PREFATIS HENRICO SPIGURNEL ET JOHANNE DE WYLEGHBY 
Diz VENERIS PROXIMA POST CLAUSUM PASCHE ANNO SUPRA- 
DICTO. SPIGURNEL. 


Further concerning the delivery of the gaol of the Castle of 
Northampton before the aforesaid Henry Spigurnel and John de 
Wylughby on Friday next after the Close of Easter in the year 
aforesaid (23rd April 1316]. 


[Marg. NoRHT’ WYMERL’| [WyYMERSLEY]| 

G54. Willelmus le Reuessone de Grendon’ captus per appellum 
Willelmi atte Mulne de Croppery probatoris suspensi pro receptamento 
eiusdem probatoris et latrociniorum suorum apud Grendon’ scienter 
etc. et pro eo quod habuit de eodem probatore duo Jumenta precij viginti 
et nouem solidorum . que idem probator furatus fuit apud Barwe in 
comitatu Leyc’ . predicto Willelmo le Reuesson’ hoc sciente et consen- 
ciente etc. 

G55. Alicia Harlewyne capta pro morte Amicie quondam vxoris 
Johannis de Pydyngton’ felonice interfecte apud magnam Houghton’ 
in Comitatu Norht’ vnde indictata fuit coram Johanne de Asshton’ 
Coronatore Comitatus Norht’ . et vnde breue domini Regis de bono 
et malo residet penes Justiciarios etc.! 

G56. Rogerus le Ken de Hardynsthorn’ captus pro quinque biden- 
tibus furatis de Galfrido Dunche apud Hardyngsthorn’ in hundredo de 
Wymerl’ 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint inde acquietare . Defendunt 
receptamentum Mortem . consensum furtum omnem feloniam et quic- 
quid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super 
patriam. Juratores Hundredi predicti dicunt super sacramentum suum 
quod predicti Willelmus Alicia et Rogerus in nullo sunt culpabiles de 
feloniis eis impositis. Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. Non subtraxerunt se 
etc. [marg. Quietus Quieta Quietus] 

William le Revessone of Grendon, taken on the appeal of William at the 

Mill of Cropredy, approver, hanged, for receiving the same approver and his 


1 see 181. 
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thefts at Grendon, knowingly, etc., and because he had from the same approver 
two mares valued at 29 s. which the same approver had stolen at Barrow in 
the county of Leicester, the aforesaid William le Revessone, knowing this and 
consenting etc.; Alice Harlewyne, taken for the death of Amice wife of 
John of Piddington, feloniously killed at Great Houghton in the county of 
Northampton, whereof she was indicted before John of Ashton, coroner of the 
county of Northampton, and whereof the king’s writ de bono et malo is before 
the justices etc.; Roger le Ken of Hardingstone, taken for five ewes stolen 
from Geoffrey Dunche at Hardingstone in the hundred of Wymersley—come 
and being asked how they wish to acquit themselves thereof, deny the receiving, 
death, consent, theft, all felony, and whatever is against the peace etc. And 
for good and ill they put themselves on the country. The jurors of the afore- 
said hundred say on their oath that the aforesaid William, Alice and Roger 
are in nothing guilty of the felonies charged against them. Therefore they 
are acquitted thereof, etc. They did not withdraw themselves etc. 


(Marg. AUNF’| [HAMFORDSHOE] 

G57. Henricus filius Simonis in Venella de Barton’ Comitis captus 
pro receptamento Willelmi atte Mulne de Cropperi probatoris suspensi 
etc. et latrociniorum suorum apud Barton’ Comitis . scienter etc. Venit 
et quiestus qualiter se velit inde acquietare . Defendit receptamentum 
consensum . societatem . omnem feloniam . et quicquid est contra pacem 
etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super patriam. Juratores hun- 
dredi de Aunf’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predictus Henricus 
in nullo est inde culpabilis. Ideo ipse inde quietus.etc. [marg. Quietus]. 

Henry son of Simon in Earls Barton: lane, taken for receiving William 
at the Mill of Cropredy, approver, hanged, etc. and his thefts at Earls Barton, 
knowingly, etc., comes, and being asked how he wishes to acquit himself thereof, 
denies the receiving, consent, company, all felony, and whatever is against the 
peace etc. And for good and ill puts himself therefor on the country. The 
jurors of the hundred of Hamfordshoe say on their oath that the aforesaid 

Henry is in nothing guilty thereof. Therefore he is acquitted thereof etc. 


|Marg. Burcus] [NASSABOROUGH] 

G58. Henricus Martyn de Woluernehampton’ captus ad sectam 
Hugonis de Byeston’ cum quodam equo ipsius Hugonis felonice furato 
apud Wodeford’ obiit in prisona hic nondum conuictus etc. Et visus 
fuit per Coronatorem qui hoc testatur etc. [marg. obiit in prisonal. 
Et predictus Hugo per sacramentum proborum et legalium hominum de 
visneto predicto sufficienter probauit predictum equum esse suum et 
sibi felonice per ipsum Henricum fuisse furatum et eciam per vicecomitem 
et alios fidedignos testatum est quod idem Henricus per ipsum Hugonem 
retentus insecutus fuit et ad sectam suam cum Manuopere equi predicti 
captus etc. Ideo predictus Hugo rehabeat equum suum predictum etc. 

Henry Martin of Wolverhampton, taken at the suit of Hugh of Byeston, 
with a certain horse belonging to the same Hugh, feloniously stolen at Wood- 
ford, died in the prison here before he was convicted, etc. And the view was 
held by the coroner who bears witness to this etc. And the aforesaid Hugh 
proved sufficiently by the oath of honest and lawful men of the neighbourhood 
aforesaid that the aforesaid horse belonged to him and was feloniously stolen 
from him by the aforesaid Henry. And it was testified by the sheriff and other 
trustworthy men that the same Henry was caught and pursued by the same 


Hugh and was taken at his suit with the aforesaid stolen horse, etc. There- 
fore let the aforesaid horse be restored to the afcresaid Hugh etc. 


[Marg. WILLIBROKE| [WILLIBROOKE|] 
G59. Robertus Parlebyen de Ouerton’ Longevill’ et Beatrix vxor 
eius et Mariota filia Rogeri atte Brok’ de Clapton’ capti pro burgaria 
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domus Roberti de Cleydon’ in villa de Clyue . et roberia ibidem felonice 
facta de viginti solidis argenti et pannis et aliis bonis ad valenciam 
viginti solidorum . vnde indictati fuerunt coram Roberto de Potton’ 
Constabulario pacis veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint inde acquietare. 
Defendunt burgariam . roberiam . omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra 
pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponunt se inde super patriam. Jura- 
tores hundredi de Willibrok’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod 
predicti Robertus et Beatrix et Mariota in nullo sunt inde culpabiles 
Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. [marg. Quietus Quieta Quieta] Non sub- 
traxerunt se etc. 

Robert Parlebyen of Overton Longueville and Beatrix his wife, and Mariota 
daughter of Roger at the Brook of Clapton, taken for burglary of the house 
of Robert of Cleydon in the vill of King’s Cliffe, and of robbery feloniously 
committed there of twenty silver shillings and cloth and other goods to the 
value of 20 s., whereof they were indicted before Robert of Potton, constable 
of the peace, come, and being asked how they wish to acquit themselves thereof, 
deny the burglary, robbery, all felony and whatsoever is against the peace etc. 
And for good and ill put themselves on the country. The jurors of the hundred 
of Willybrook say on their oath that the aforesaid Robert, Beatrix, and Mariota 
are in nothing guilty thereof. Therefore they are quit, etc. They did not 
withdraw themselves, etc. 

G60. [Marg. Obiit in prisona] Hugo Spirhard captus per indicta- 
mentum predictum pro burgaria predicta obiit in prisona hic nondum 
conuictus et visus fuit per Johannem de Wengraue Coronatorem Civitatis 
London’! qui hoc recordat . etc. | 


Hugh Spirhard, taken on the aforesaid indictment for the aforesaid burg- 
lary, died in prison here before he was convicted, and the view was held by 
John de Wengrave coroner of the city of London, who recorded this etc. 


[Marg. GILDEB’| [GUILSBOROUGH. ] 

G61. Willelmus le Mattere captus ad sectam Thome Loueday 
cum duobus porcis de eodem Thoma furatis apud Buckeby venit et 
predictus Thomas non est prosecutus. Ideo ipse capiatur . et plegij sui 
de prosequendo in misericordia videlicet Johannes Simond et Thomas 
Derlyng’ etc. 

G62. Johannes Pach’ de Whelton’ captus pro quatuor bidentibus 
felonice furatis in campis de Westhaddon’ et pro eo quod est communis 
latro et nuncius latronum . vnde indictatus fuit coram Conseruatoribus 
pacis etc. 

G63. Rogerus Gerard de Welleford captus pro latrocinio vnius 
jumenti precij . xviij . solidorum . felonice furati de Simone Canoun apud 
Holewell’ vnde indictatus fuit coram Conseruatoribus pacis etc. 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint inde acquietare . Defendunt 
furtum latrocinium omnem feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. 
Et de bono et malo ponunt se inde super patriam. Juratores Hundredi 
de Gildesburgh’ dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti Willelmus 
et Rogerus in nullo sunt inde culpabiles. Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. 
(marg. Quietus Quietus] Et dicunt quod predictus Johannes Pach’ 
culpabilis est. Ideo ipse suspendatur etc. [marg. Suspendatur]. Catalla 
eius nulla . etc. 


William the Matter, taken at the suit of Thomas Loveday with two pigs 
stolen from the same Thomas at Long Buckby, comes, and the aforesaid Thomas 


1 Writ to Mayor and Sheriffs that they admit John de Wengrave to act as Coroner 
dated 2 Oct. 1315. Calendar of Letter Books of the City of London. Letter 
Book E, p. 59. 
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does not proceed with his suit. Therefore let him be taken, and his pledges 
of prosecution are in mercy, to wit, John Simond and Thomas Derlyng, etc. 
John Pach of Whilton, taken for four ewes feloniously stolen in the fields of 
West Haddon and because he is a common thief and the messenger of thieves, 
wherefore he was indicted before the keepers of the peace etc.; Roger Gerard 
of Welford, taken for the theft of a horse worth 18 s., feloniously stolen from 
Simon Canoun at Hollowell, whereof he was indicted before the keepers of the 
peace etc.; come, and being asked how they wish to acquit themselves, deny 
the theft, larceny, all felony and whatever is against the peace etc. and for 
good and ill put themselves therefor on the country. The jurors of the hundred 
of Guilsborough say on their oath that the aforesaid William and Roger are 
in nothing guilty thereof. Therefore they are quit, etc. And they say that 
the aforesaid John Pach is guilty. Therefore let him be hanged etc. No chat- 
tels etc. 


[Mare CLAYiE| |CLEYLEY | 

G64. Johannes Cicayng’ de Hertwell’ captus pro morte Agnetis 
Cicayng’ felonice interfecte apud Hertwell’ vnde indictatus fuit coram 
Galfrido de Bradden’ et sociis suis Conseruatoribus pacis etc. Et vnde 
breue domini Regis de bono et malo residet penes Justiciarios ete. 

G65. Hugo filius Hugonis de Rode captus pro burgaria domus 
Hugonis Dwale apud Rode et bonis ibidem furatis et asportatis ad valen- 
ciam quinque solidorum et pro latrocinio vnius equi furati apud Asshene 
in Comitatu Norht’ vnde indictatus fuit coram predictis conseruatoribus 
pacis etc. 

G66. [A cross in the margin here| Johannes le Mulnere captus ad 
sectam Sarre que fuit vxor Willelmi de Barneuill’ que modo sequitur 
uersus eum de vna perna baconis vna Bolax et tribus slepis linei fili et 
aliis minutis rebus felonice furatis de ipsa Sarra apud Couesgraue etc. 

G67. Willelmus filius Roberti Ratele de Paueliespirie et Willelmus 
frater eiusdem Willelmi capti pro combustione Molendini Galfridi de 
Braddon’ apud Estneston’ vnde indictati fuerunt coram conseruatoribus 
pacis etc. 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint de feloniis illis acquietare. 
Defendunt mortem burgariam . combustionem furtum latrocintum omnem 
feloniam et quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponunt 
se inde super patriam Juratores Hundredi de Clayle dicunt super sacra- 
mentum suum quod predicti Hugo Willelmus et Willelmus in nullo sunt 
culpabiles de feloniis eis impositis Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. |marg. 
Quietus Quietus Quietus] Et de predictis Johanne Cicayng et Johanne 
le Mulnere dicunt quod culpabiles sunt. Ideo ipsi suspendantur etc. 
[marg. Suspendatur suspendatur] Et predicta Sarra rehabeat catalla 
sua etc. Catalla Johannis Cicayng . nulla etc. Catalla predicti Johannis — 
le Mulnere . x1 . denar’ vnde villata de Sulueston’ respondeat etc. [marg. 
Catalla xl d.4| 


John Cicaying of Hartwell taken for the death of Agnes Cicaying, felon- 
iously killed at Hartwell, whereof he was indicted before Geoffrey de Bradden’ 
and his associates, keepers of the peace, etc., and whereof the lord king’s writ 
de kono et de malo is before the justices etc.; Hugh son of Hugh of Roade, 
taken for burglary of the house of Hugh Dwale at Roade, and for goods stolen 
there and carried away to the value of 5 s., and for theft of a horse stolen at 
Ashton in the county of Northampton whereof he was indicted before the 
aforesaid keepers of the peace etc.; John the Miller taken at the suit of Sarah 
widow of William of Barnwell, who now proceeds against him concerning a 
side of bacon, a ‘ bolax,’ three linen gowns, and other small articles, 
feloniously stolen from the same Sarah at Cosgrove etc. ; William son of Robert 
Ratele of Paulerspury, and William, brother of the same William, taken for burn- 
ing the mill of Geoffrey of Braddon at Easton Neston, whercof he was indicted 
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before the keepers of the peace, etc.; come, and being asked how they wish 
to acquit themselves concerning these felonies, deny the death, burglary, fire, 
theft, larceny, all felony and whatever is against the peace etc. And for good 
and ill they put themselves therefor on the country. The jurors of the hun- 
dred of Cleley say en their oath that the aforesaid Hugh, William, and William 
are in nothing guilty of the felonies charged against them. Therefore they 
are quit thereof, etc. And they say that the aforesaid John Cicaying and 
John the Miller are guilty. Therefore let them be hanged. And let the afore- 
said Sarah have her chattels again etc. The chattels of John Cicaying are worth 
nothing, etc. The chattels of the aforesaid John the Miller, 40 d., whereof let 
the township of Silverstone answer, etc. 


[Marg. Touc’| [Towcester] 

G68. Simon filius Henrici Julian de Heyford’ captus pro recepta- 
mento Johannis Julian probatoris suspensi vnde indictatus fuit coram 
conseruatoribus pacis etc. in Hundredo de Toucestr’ etc. 


{ Marg. NoRTON] 

G69. Robertus Tympon . Cristiana vxor Willelmi Tympon et 
Johannes de Siresham capti cum tribus pellibus Multonum lanutorum 
felonice furatis apud Sulueston’ vnde indictati fuerunt coram_ con- 
seruatoribus pacis etc. in Hundredo de Norton’ etc. quas pelles ipsi 
disaduocant etc. 


[Marg. SPELHO]| 

G70. Willelmus filius Simonis de Pisford captus pro burgaria 
domus Roberti filii Simonis in villa de Pisford’ [in hundredo de Spelho'| 
et vna perna baconis et vno pek’ siliginis ibidem felonice furatis. 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint inde acquietare . Defendunt 
receptamentum furtum burgariam latrocintum omnem feloniam et 
quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponunt se inde 
super patriam. Juratores Hundredorum de Toucestr’ Norton et 
Spelho dicunt super sacramentum suum quod predicti Simon . Robertus. 
Cristiana et Johannes in nullo sunt culpabiles ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. 
[marg. Quietus Quietus Quieta Quietus] Et de predicto Willelmo 
dicunt quod culpabilis est. Ideo ipse suspendatur etc. [marg. Suspen- 
datur| Catalla eius . ij. s. x. d. vnde villata Pisford’ respondeat etc. 
[marg. catalla .ij . s. x .d.4| Et predicte tres pelles disaduocate rema- 
neant domino Regi et appreciantur ad nouem denarios vnde villata de 
Sulueston’ respondeat etc. [marg. 1x d.*] 


Simon, son of Henry Julian of Heyford, taken for receiving John Julian, 
approver, hanged, whereof he was indicted before the keepers of the peace 
etc. in the hundred of Towcester, etc.; Robert Tympon, Christina wife of 
William Tympon, and John ‘of Syresham taken with three sheepskins with 
the wool on, feloniously stolen at Silverstone, whereof they were indicted 
before the keepers of the peace etc. in the hundred of (Greens) Norton, etc., 
which skins they disavowed etc.; William, son of Simon of Pitsford, taken 
for burglary of the house of Robert son of Simon in the town of Pitsford, in 
the hundred of Spelho and for feloniously stealing there a side of bacon 
and a peck of rye. They come, and being asked how they wish to acquit them- 
selves, deny the receiving, theft, burglary, all felony and whatever is against 
the peace etc. And for good and ill they put themselves therefore on the 
country. ‘The jurors of the hundreds of Towcester, Greensnorton, and Spelhoe 
say on their oath that the aforesaid Simon, Robert, Christiana and John are 
in nothing guilty. Therefore they are quit thereof. And they say that the 
aforesaid William is guilty. Therefore let him be hanged etc. His chattels 
2 s. 10 d. for which let the township of Pitsford answer, etc. And let the three 
disavowed skins remain to the lord king, and they are appraised at 9 d. for which 
let the tewnship of Silverstone answer, etc. 
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{Marg. HEGHAM| [HIGHAM] 

G71. Walterus le Hunte de Eston’ captus pro ae Thome Aldewyn 
felonice interfecti apud Eston’ in Hundredo de Hegham in Comitatu 
Norht’ . vnde Indictatus est coram Johanne de Asshton’ Coronatore 
Comitatus predicti . et vnde breue domini Regis de bono et malo residet 
penes prefatos Justiciarios hic etc. Venit et quesitus qualiter se velit 
acquietare de morte predicta . Defendit mortem omnem feloniam et 
quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponit se inde super 
patriam. Juratores Hundredi de Hegham dicunt super sacramentum 
suum quod die Martis in festo Assumpcionis beate Marie virginis anno 
regni Regis nunc sexto accidit in villa de Eston’ in Comitatu Norht’ 
quod predictus Thomas Aldewyn obuiauit predicto Waltero Le Hunte 
et malicia excogitata pro quadam inimicicia inter eos prehabita predictus 
Thomas predictum Walterum insultauit et cum quadam furca ferrea 
ipsum Walterum percussit et predictus Walterus timens maliciam pre- 
dicti Thome auxilium clamando Huthesium leuauit et fugit uersus domum 
Henrici de La Lee in Eston’. Et predictus Thomas ipsum Walterum 
viriliter insequebatur et ipsum fugauit vsque ad portam predicti Henrici 
que clausa erat et ipsum Walterum ibidem inter duos muros inangulauit 
et inangulatum cum furca predicta viriliter insultauit ad ipsum inter- 
ficiendum. Et predictus Walterus videns mortis periculum sibi iminere 
et se nulla parte diffugere posse . se defendendo percussit predictum 
Thomam in capite solo ictu cum quodam baculo ita quod statim obiit . et 
dicunt precise quod predictus Walterus nulla malicia seu felonia excogi- 
tata predictum Thomam interfecit set se ipsum defendendo et mortem 
suam propriam euitando et quod nullo alio modo euasisse potuit. Ideo 
remittitur prisone ad graciam domini Regis etc. ([marg. gracia Regis | 
Non subtraxit se etc. Postea dominus Rex mandauit breue suum 
prefato Henrico in hec verba. Edwardus dei gracia Rex Anglie Dominus 
Hibernie et Dux Aquitanie dilecto et fideli suo Henrico Spigurnel salutem. 
Quia quibusdam certis de causis certiorari volumus super recordo et 
processu cuiusdam inquisicionis facte coram vobis et sociis vestris Justi- 
ciarlis nostris ad gaolam nostram Norhampton’ deliberandam assignatis 
de morte Thome Aldewyn vnde Walterus le Hunte captus et detentus 
in gaola predicta rectatus fuit vt dicitur. Vobis mandamus quod recor- 
dum et processum eiusdem inquisicionis cum omnibus ea tangentibus 
nobis sub sigillo vestro distincte et aperte sine dilacione mittatis et hoc 
breue. Teste me ipso apud Westmonasterium tercio . die Maij anno regni 
nostri . nono. Et sciendum quod recordum vna cum breui predicto 
Mittuntur domino Regietc. [Marg. recordum mittitur | | 


Walter Je Hunte of Easton, taken for the death of Thomas Aldewyn, 
feloniously killed at Easton Maudit in the Hundred of Higham Ferrers in 
the county of Northampton, whereof he was indicted before John of Ashton, 
coroner of the aforesaid county, and whereof the writ of the lord king de bono 
et malo is here before the aforesaid justices etc., comes, and being asked how 
he wishes to acquit himself of the aforesaid death, denies the death, all felony 
and whatever is against the peace etc. And for good and ill puts himself 
therefor on the country. The jurors of the hundred of Higham Ferrers say 
on their oath that on Tuesday, the feast of the Assumption of the blessed 
Virgin Mary in the sixth year of the reign of the present king [15th August 
1312], it happened in the vill of Easton Maudit in the County of Northampton 
that the aforesaid Thomas Aldewyn met the aforesaid Walter le Hunte, and 
with malice aforethought, on account of a certain enmity between them, the 
aforesaid Thomas assaulted the aforesaid Walter, and struck him with a certain 
iron fork, and the aforesaid Walter, fearing the malice of the aforesaid Thomas, 
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by shouting for help levied the hue and fled towards Henry de la Lee’s house 
in Easton. And the aforesaid Thomas stoutly pursued the aforesaid Walter 
and chased him to the aforesaid Henry’s door, which was shut, and cornered 
the same Walter between two walls, and thus cornered vigorously attacked 
him with the aforesaid fork with intent to kill him. And the aforesaid Walter 
seeing that he was in imminant peril of death and that he could not escape 
in any direction, in self defence struck the aforesaid Thomas a single blow on 
the head with a certain stick, so that he died instantly. And they say positively 
that the aforesaid Walter did not kill the aforesaid Thomas out of malice or 
as felony aforethought but in self-defence and in order to escape his own death, 
which he could not have avoided in any other way. Therefore he is returned 
to prison to await the king’s grace, etc. He did not withdraw himself, etc. 
Afterwards the lord king sent his writ to the aforesaid Henry. ([Spigurnel 
was ordered to send the record and process of the enquiry to the king’s Bench, 
together with the writ. Dated 3rd May 1316.] 


| At foot of membrane} Borneuill’ 


[M. 10d.] DELIBERACIO GAOLE DoMINI REGIS VILLE NORHAMPTON’ 
CORAM PREFATIS JUSTICIARIIS DIE ET ANNO SUPRADICTIS. 
SPIGURNEL. 


Delivery of the Gaol of the Lord King of the Town of Northampton 
before the aforesaid Justices on the day and year aforesaid. 


(Marg. NORHAMPTON | 

72. Johannes Perke de Kyngesthorp et Ricardus filius Juliane de 
eadem capti per appellum Walteri de Lyllyngton’ de Comitatu Warr’ 
nuper probatoris in gaola Castri Norhampton’ mortui . etc. pro burgaria 
ecclesie Sancti Gregorij Norht’ in societate e1usdem probatoris felonice 
facta. 

73. Thomas de Botelbrugg’ captus pro fractione schoppe Ricardi 
de Stratford in Norhampton’ . et duabus fururis de Strallyng’ vno capucio 
de menuuer sexaginta dorsis de Strallyng’ et xxij solidis argenti ibidem 
felonice furatis vnde indictatus fuit. 

74. Johannes filius Johannis le Minsmyth captus pro duabus 
gutteris de plumbo felonice furatis de domibus domini de Dauentr’ 
apud Norhampton’ . vnde indictatus etc. 

75. Galfridus le Clerk’ manens extra portam orientalem Norhamp- 
ton’ pro eo quod est communis latro de aucis gallinis et porrectis et aliis 
diuersis rebus in villa Norhampton’ vnde indictatus est. 

Veniunt et quesiti qualiter se velint de felontis illis acquietare: 
Defendunt burgariam fractionem furtum latrocintum omnem feloniam 
et quicquid est contra pacem etc. Et de bono et malo ponunt se inde 
super patriam. Juratores ville Norhampton dicunt super sacramentum 
suum quod predicti Johannes Ricardus . Thomas Johannes et Galfridus 
in nullo sunt inde culpabiles Ideo ipsi inde quieti etc. [marg. Quietus 
Quietus Quietus Quietus Quietus]. 

John Perke of Kingsthorpe and Richard son of Juliana of the same taken 
on the appeal of Walter of Lillington of the county of Warwick, late approver, 
in the gaol of Northampton Castle, dead, etc., for burglary of the church of 
St. Gregory, Northampton, feloniously committed in the company of the 
same approver; Thomas of Botolph Bridge, taken for breaking the shop 
of Richard of Stratford in Northampton and for stealing there feloniously 
two squirrel furs, one hood of miniver, 60 squirrels’ (?) skins, and 23 shillings 


of silver whereof he was indicted; John son of John the Minesmith taken 
for two lead gutters, feloniously stolen from the houses of the lord of Daventry 
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at Northampton, whereof he was indicted, etc.; Geoffrey the Clerk, dwelling 
without the east gate of Northampton, because he is a common thief of geese, 
hens, and (?), and divers other things in the town of Northampton whereof 
he was indicted ; come, and being asked how they wish to acquit themselves 
of these felonies, deny the burglary, breaking, theft, larceny, all felony and 
whatever is against the peace etc. And for good and ill put themselves there- 
fore on the country. The jurors of the town of Northampton say on their 
oath that the aforesaid John, Richard, Thomas, John and Geoffrey are in 
nothing guilty. Therefore they are acquitted thereof, etc. 


[80 | 


ROU OR TPE KET DE Ro Ol Li oes 
THE COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON, 1320.! 


[M.5] Edwardus dei gracia Rex Anglie Dominus Hibernie et 
Dux Aquitanie dilectis et fidelibus suis Wilelmo de La Zousche de Haryng- 
werth et Johanni de Wylughby Custodibus pacis sue in Comitatu Norht’. 
salutem. Cum nuper antequam versus partes transmarinas pro negociis 
nostris ibidem expediendis arripuimus iter nostrum . volentes tranquil- 
litati et quieti populi regni nostri eo libentius quo sic absentes essemus 
modis et viis quibus melius possemus providere . Assignauerimus vos 
ad pacem nostram necnon ad statutum dudum apud Wynton’ de com- 
muni consilio regni nostri pro conseruacione eiusdem editum in omnibus 
et singulis suis articulis in eodem statuto contentis in Comitatu predicto 
custodiendum et seruandum et ad inquirendum per sacramentum pro- 
borom et legalium hominum de Comitatu predicto tam infra libertates 
quam extra per quos rei veritas melius sciri posset de malefactoribus 
felonibus et transgressoribus ac dampnis et facinoribus per ipsos perpe- 
tratis plenius veritatem et ad omnes huiusmodi malefactores felones 
transgressores et eciam alios quoscumque contra formam statuti predicti 
delinquentes quos per inquisiciones huiusmodi culpabiles inueneritis vel 
de quibus notoria suspicio haberetur de villa in villam de Hundredo 
in Hundredum [et'} de patria in patriam viriliter insequendos arestandos 
et capiendos et per vicecomitem nostrum Comitatus predicti in prisona 
nostra saluo custodiendos quousque inde deliberarentur secundum legem 
et consuetudinem regni nostri. 


Nos de dictis negociis nostris feliciter expediti et ad propria altissimo 
benedicto iam regressi desiderantes pacem nostram firmiter et inviola- 
biliter obseruari ac delinquentes in hac parte puniri prout decet . Vobis 
mandamus firmiter iniungentes quod omnibus aliis pretermissis ad 
inquirendum de huiusmodi malefactoribus ac dampnis et facinoribus per 
ipsos perpetratis et ad huiusmodi malefactores insequendos arestandos 
[et capiendos'] ac in prisonis nostris saluo custodiri faciendos iuxta 
tenorem assignacionis nostre predicte cum omni diligentia et solicitudine 
quibus poteritis intendatis Ne dampna et facinora si que in dictis partibus 
quod absit committi contingat vestre dissimulacioni et necligencie 
(sic] impingi valeant . per quod ad vos grauiter capere debeamus set quod 
vestre solicitudo et deligencia in premissis debeant merito commendari. 
Et de nominibus per vos arestatorum ac toto facto vestro in hac parte 
nobis in quindena sancti Michaelis proximo futura sub sigillis vestris 
distincte et aperte constare faciatis Remittentes nobis hoc breve. 


Teste me ipso apud Westmonasterium vij die Augusti anno regni 
nostri quartodecimo.? per ipsum Regem [et consilium|. 


[Dorse| Execucio istius breuis patet in Rotulo eidem consuto. 


1P.R.O. Justices Itinerant, 1, 640. 
27th August 1320. See Introduction p. xvii. 
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{M. 6] NoORHAMPTON’ 


INQUISICIO CAPTA APUD NORHAMTON’ CORAM WILLELMO LA Zous|C|HE 
DE HARINGWORTHE ET JOHANNE DE WYLUGBI ANNO REGNI REGIS EDWARDI 
FILIJ [EDWARDI| QUARTODECIMO. 


Inquest taken at Northampton before William la Zousche of 
Harringworth and John de Wylughby in the fourteenth year of 
the reign oi King Edward son of King Edward. 


Dominus Rex mandauit breue suum Willelmo la Zousche de Haring- 
worthe et Johanni de Wylugbi in hec verba. Edwardus dei gracia 
Rex Anglie Dominus Hibernie et Dux Aquitanie . dilectis et fidelibus 
suis Willelmo la Zousche de Haryngworthe et Johanni de Wylughi 
salutem. Quia mandatum est nobis intelligi quod quam plures vaga- 
bundi et alij ingentem multitudinem malefactorum et pacis nostre per- 
turbatorum in Comitatu Norht’ ad se attrahentes . congregacionesque et 
conuenticulas illicitas nocte dieque tam infra libertates quam extra 
facientes vagantur et discurrunt homines in ciuitatibus Burgis et aliis 
locis puplicis [sic] et priuatis, verberantes wlnerantes et quosdam nequiter 
interficientes et quosdam menbris mitulantes [sic] necnon homicidia 
depredaciones incendia latrocinia et alia dampna quam plurima perpe- 
trantes in pacis nostre lesionem et terrorem populi nostri manifestum 
vnde non merito [sic] commouemur . Nos eorum malicie obuiare in hac 
parte ac tranquillitati et quieti populi eiusdem regni viis et modis quibus 
poterimus volentes prouidere . Assignauimus vos ad dictam pacem 
nostram necnon ad statutum dudum apud Wyntoniam de communi 
consilio regni nostri pro conseruacione pacis eiusdem editum . cuius 
tenorem vobis mittimus sub sigillo nostro in omnibus et singulis articulis 
in eodem statuto contentis in comitatu predicto custodiendum et seruan- 
dum et ad inquirendum per sacramentum proborum et legalium hominum 
de comitatu predicto tam infra libertates quam extra per quos rei veritas 
melius sciri poterit de felonibus et feloniis et de transgressoribus et trans- 
gressionibus et ad omnes huiusmodi malefactores felones transgressores 
vagabundos ac eciam alios quoscumque contra formam statuti predicti 
delinquentes quos per Inquisicionem huiusmodi culpabiles inueneritis 
vel de quibus notoria suspicio habeatur de villa in villam de Hundredo 
in Hundredum de patria in patriam viriliter insequendos arrestandos 
et capiendos et per Vicecomitem nostrum Comitatus predicti in prisona 
nostra saluo custodiendos donec inde deliberentur secundem legem et 
consuetudinem regni nostri. 

Et ideo vobis mandamus quod ad certos dies et loca quos ad hoc 
prouideritis premissa omnia et singula faciatis et expleatis in forma 
predicta. 

Mandauimus enim vicecomiti nostro comitatus predicti quod ad 
certos dies et loca quos ei scire facietis venire faciat coram vobis . tot et 
tales probos et legales homines de comitatu predicto tam infra libertates 
quam extra . per quos rei veritas in premissis melius sciri poterit et inquiri 
et quod huiusmodi vagabundos malefactores et transgressores quos 
coram vobis de huiusmodi feloniis et transgressionibus indictari con- 
tigerit vel de quibus notoria suspicio habeatur et quorum nomina vos ei 
scire sine dilacione arestari et in prisona nostra saluo custodiri faciat 
sicut predictum est vobisque in premissis sit auxilians et intendens prout 
ei scire facietis ex parte nostra. 
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In cuius rei testimonium has litteras nostras fieri fecimus patentes. 

Teste me ipso apud Cantuar’ . xviij . die Junij anno regni nostri 
terciodecimo! per ipsum Regem et consilium. 

Virtute cuius mandati mandatum fuit vicecomiti Norht’ quod 
venire faceret coram predictis Willelmo et Johanne apud Norht’ die 
Lune proxima post festum Assumptionis beate Marie omnes capitales 
Constabularios et subconstabularios tam infra libertates quam extra 
de Hundredo de Wymerslegh. Anfordesho’. Norton’. Cleile. Wynton’. 
Sutton’. Wardon’. Leicestr’. Neubotelesgraue . Peuerel . Fallislegh . Heg- 
ham. Towcestr’. Gildesborou. et ville Norht’ et de quolibet Hundredo tam 
infra libertates quam extra . xxiiij . tam milites quam alios liberos et 
legales homines de discretioribus et legalibus et de qualibet villata hun- 
dredorum predictorum . quatuor homines et prepositum ad faciendum 
et inquirendum tunc ibidem ea que ex parte domini Regis eis iniungerentur 
secundum tenorem commissionis predicte et statuti Wynton’. 


INQUISICIO CAPTA APUD NORHT’ DIE LUNE PROXIMA POST FESTUM 
ASSUMPTIONIS BEATE MARIE CORAM EISDEM . ANNO VT SUPRA. 


Inquest taken at Northampton on Monday next after the 
feast of the Assumption of the Blessed Mary before the same, in 
the year as above [18th August 1320] 


Hundredum? de Fallesleg v[e]nit per Nigellum de Kenilworthe 
Johannem le Eyr .Johannem Richard . William Sampson . Galfridum 
Sampson . Galfridum Attehalle . Robertum West . Radulfum Dolfyn. 
RobertumPachet . Hugonem le Masoun . Thomam Hendes .Willelmum de 
Northfolk’ et Alexandrum Robert. 

K1. qui iurati dicunt super sacramentum suum . quod homines 
villatarum [sic] de Hundredo de Fallislegh non fecerunt vigilias integre 
secundum statutum Wynton’. 

K2. Item dicunt quod Osbertus Idel fregit tibiam Roberti le 
Carde constabularij de Parva Preston’ per quod dictus Robertus mahe- 
miatus est. 

K3. Item dicunt quod Walterus le Frenche de Dauyntr’ interfecit 
Johannem filium Johannis Lowdi de Dauyntr’. Dicunt eciam quod 
Willelmus pater dicti Walteri le Frenche receptauit ipsum scienter. 

In cuius rei testimonium predicti Juratores sigilla sua etc. 

The hundred of Fawsley comes by Nigel de Kenilworth, [etc., as above] 
who being sworn, say on their oath that the men of the townships of the Hun- 
dred of Fawsley did not keep their watches properly according to the statute 
of Winchester ; also they say that Osbert Idel broke the leg of Robert le Carde, 
constable of Little Preston, by which the said Robert is maimed ; also that 
Walter le Frenche of Daventry killed John son of John Lowdi of Daventry ; 


also that William, father of the said Walter le Frenche, received him knowingly. 
In testimony whereof the aforesaid jurors put their seals etc. 


Hundredum de Sutton’ venit per Robertum Cornewaleys . Stephanum 
de Cotes . Johannem Knith . Johannem Toi . Petrum le Gras . Nicholaum 
Noreis . Johannem Wauter de Stottesburi . Thomam le Clerk de Syresham. 
Willelmum de Tringham . Willelmum de Hastwell’. Robertum Pippard 
et Radulfum Geroneyn. 


118th June 1320. See Introduction p. xvii. 
2In this and in the following entries the word ‘‘ Hundredum ”’ is written in the 
Margin. 


~ 
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K4. qui iurati dicunt super sacramentum suum quod Walterus de 
Geythauntun bercarius fregit domum Roberti le Murie de Siresham et 
bona et catalla sua ibidem inuenta ad valorem . xl. s. asportauit. 

K5. Dicunt eciam quod idem Walterus et Johannes de Suthfolk’ 
furati fuerunt . xxviii . bidentes predicti Roberti le Murie precij lvj s. 

K6. Item dicunt quod Matillis Sprunt de Brackele est communis 
latro et receptauit Hugonem filium Ricardi le feuer, de Brackele cum 
bonis que depredauit apud Oxenford’. 

K7. Item dicunt quod Johannes le Mouner de Kiselingburi qui 
erat molendinariusde Preston et socij sui depredauerunt Petrum le Mouner 
de Stottesburi . de pannis et aliis bonis ad valenciam . xl. s et amplius. 

In cuius rei testimonium predicti Juratores sigilla sua etc. 

The Hundred of Sutton comes by Robert Cornwallis, [etc., as above] 
who, being sworn, say . . . that Walter of Gathampton, shepherd, broke 
the house of Robert le Murie of Syresham and carried away his goods and 
chattels found there to the value of 40 s. . . . The same Walter and 
John of Suffolk stole twenty-eight sheep belonging to the aforesaid Robert 
le Murie, valued at 56 5s. .-. . Maud Sprunt of Brackley is a common 
thief, and received Hugh, son of Richard le Fever of Brackley, with the goods 
which he had stolen at Oxford. . . . John le Mounor of Kislingbury 
who was the miller of Preston, and his associates, robbed Peter le Mouner of 
Stutchbury of cloth and other goods to the value of 40 s. and more. 


INQUISICIO CAPTA APUD GETINGTON CORAM EISDAM DIE DOMINICA PROXIMA 
POST FESTUM DECOLACIONIS SANCTI JOHANNIS BAPTISTE. ANNO 
UT SUPRA. 


Inquest taken at Geddington before the same on Sunday next 
after the feast of the beheading of St. John the Baptist in the year 
as above [3lst August 1320]. 


Hundredum de Corbi venit per Johannem de Arderne . Jacobum de 
Hotoft, Rogerum Sydrak’. Willelmum de Stocton’. Nicholaum Mustel. 
Johannem le Freman . Robertum Penifader .Thomam Aldwyne . Willel- 
mum de.Werketon’. Robertum Gauston . Johannem Herdman et Robertum 
Hanekyn. 

K8. qui iurati dicunt super sacramentum suum quod Hugo le 
Hosiere de Keteringe et Thomas le Walsche latronice et felonice inter- 
fecerunt quendem Rogerum Mercatorem Leicestr’ in bosco Hugonis 
Prilli de Carleton’ . qui vocatur Brende wode. 

K9. Item dicunt quod Johannes le Mareschal de Tichemers furatus 
fuit duo Jumenta in campis de Corbi et est communis latro. 

K10. Item dicunt quod Ricardus filius Willelmi Langefer de 
Asschele furatus fuit vnum jumentum in campis de Weston et est com- 
munis latro. 

K11. Dicunt eciam quod Willelmus le Messer de Wilberston’ 
furatus fuit vnum jumentum in campis de Carleton’ et est communis 
latro [? tractando]| extraneos latrones ad patriam. 

_  K12. Item dicunt quod Hugo Pepin de Stanerne et Willelmus Body 
de eadem . furati fuerunt vnam vaccam in parco de Brikestok’ et eciam 
furati fuerunt vnum quarterium farine . et sunt communes latrones. 

K1i3. Item dicunt quod Saerus de Watervill’ est communis male- 
factor et verberauit et wlnerauit Gwidonem rectorem ecclesie de Ouerton 
Watervill’. 

In cuius rei testimonium etc. 
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The Hundred of Corby comes by John of Arden, [etc., as above] and 
; us SAY) oe oe Dat Eiveh othe bosier tor Mettering wand lhomass te 
Walsche thievishly and feloniously killed a certain Roger, a merchant of Leices- 
ter, in the wood of Hugh Prilli of Carlton, called Brendwode.1 . . . That 
John the Marshall of Titchmarsh stole two mares in Corby fields and is a common 
thief. . . . That Richard son of William Langefer of Ashley, stole a 
mare in Weston? fields and is a common thief. William the Reaper of Wil- 
barston stole a mare in Carlton fields and is a common thief and also [brought] 
foreign thieves into the county. Hugh Pepin of Stanion and William Body 
of the same stole a cow in the park of Brigstock and also stole a quarter of 
flour and are common thieves. Saer of Waterville is a common evildoer and 
beat and wounded Guy, rector of the church of Orton Waterville. 


Hundredum de Orlingber’ venit per Willelmum de Lile . Hugonem 
de Orlingber’. Simonem le Blount . Johannem attegrene . Robertum Cris- 
tian . Henricus de [Draw] ton . Willelmum Aunger . Willelmum Knith . 
Simonem le Parker . Robertum de Isham . Eliam le Eyr et Simonem 


laakarseean! 
K14. qui iurati dicunt super sacramentum suum quod Willelmus 
filius Agnetis de Pytesleg fregit domum Henrici de Bramton [.. . .| 


furatus fuit ibi vnam ollam precij ij s. et vnam marcam argent. 
In cuius rei testimonium predicti Juratores etc. 


The Hundred of Orlingbury comes [etc., as above] William, son of Agnes. 
of Pytchley, broke the house of Henry of Brampton [ . . . .] and stole 
there a brass pot valued at 2 s. and a mark of silver. 


Hundredum de Rothewelle venit per Eliam le Blount . Ricardum 
de Newbotle . Willelmum de Clendon . Johannem Burdoun . Robertum 
le Eyr . Johannem Vincent . Johannem Hulle . Ricardum de Langepee . 
Johannem Hauburge . Stephanum de Holcote . Willelmum de Cotesbrok’ 
et Walterum Iseude. 

K15. qui jurati dicunt super sacramentum suum quod Adam filius 
Ricardi de Haselbech de Clipston’ furatus fuit quatuor equos in Deseborw 

K16. Dficunt eciam] quod Johannes filius Roberti sutoris de 
Keylmers est communis receptator de diuersis [latronibus]. 

K17. [Et dicunt quod] Robertus W[ynd] de [? Moze]worthe 
furatus fuit duos equos et fugit ad ecclesiam de Crek’ et adjureuit 
regnum. 

Et quod Robertus sutor de Keylmersch ipsum receptauit. 

In cuius rei testimonium predicti Juratores etc. 


The Hundred of Rothwell comes [etc., as above] Adam son of Richard 
de Haselbech of Clipston stole four horses in Desborough. John son of Robert 
the cobbler of Kelmarsh is a common receiver of divers theives. Robert 
Wynd de [Moze]worthe stole two horses and fled to the church of Crick 
and abjured the realm. Robert Sutor of Kelmarsh received him. 


[M. 6d.] Hundredum de Wylebrok’ venit per Willelmum Broun . 
Rogerum Abouetoun . Gilbertum Warde . Simonem de Crouland . Johannem 
de Holt . Reginaldum Brian . Ricardum de Wadenho . Johannem le Leche 
de Clyue . Hugonem filium Radulfi . Rogerum de Keteringe . Gilbertum 
Patrik et Walterum Astin. 

K18. qui iurati dicunt super sacramentum suum quod vigilie non 
sunt facte in aliqua villarum hundredi predicti secundum formam 
statuti. 


1 Cf. Brent Coppice in Deenthorpe, Nthts. P.N. p. 164. 
2 Weston-by-Welland. 
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K19. Et quod visus armorum non est factus nisi semel per annum. 
In cuius rei testimonium predicti juratores etc. 
The Hundred of Willibrooke comes [etc., as above] The watches are not 


kept in any of the vills of the aforesaid hundred according to the form of the 
statute. The view of arms is only made once a year. 


Hundredum! de Hokeslowe venit per Robertum de Ver de Thrapston’ 
militem . Henricum de Tichemersch’: Robertum Cosin . Henricum Treylhi. 
Johannem in le Welewys . Galfridum Beumes . Robertum de Lenton’. 
Rogerum de Dorcestr’. Robertum le Palm’. Radulfum le Lord. Johannem 
de Remerston’. et Ricardum le Knith 

K20. qui iurati dicunt super sacramentum suum quod Thomas de 
Withie est communis latro equorum. 

K21. Dicunt eciam quod vigilie non sunt facte in villatis [sic] 
hundredi predicti secundum statutum etc. 

In cuius rei testimonium predicti Juratores etc. 

The Hundred of Huxloe comes [etc., as above] Thomas de Withie is 

a common thief of horses. 


The watches are not kept in the vills of the hundred aforesaid according 
to the statute, etc. 


Hundredum de Pokebrok’ venit per Hugonem de Gorham militem. 
Willelmum Jurdan de Bernewelle’. Johannem Bardoun de WyneWyk’. 
Robertum de Stokes . Willelmum filium Johannis de eadem . Reginaldum 
le Moyne de Armeston’. Simonen de Mullesworthe. Radulfum de Grendon’. 
Robertum Wyuille. Ricardum filium Wydonis . Willemum filium Johannis 
de Vndele et Radulfum filium Andree de Lyueden’. 
| K22. qui iurati dicunt super sacramentum suum quod vigilie non 
sunt facte in hundredo predicto secundum formam statuti. 

In cuius rei testimonium etc. 

The Hundred of Polebrooke comes [etc., as above] 


The watches are not kept in the aforesaid hundred according to the form 
of the statute. 


Hundredum? de Hokeslowe venit per Robertum de Ver de Thrapston’ 
militem . Henricum de Thichemers . Robertum Cosin . Henricum Trayli. 
Johannem in le Wylues . Galfridum Beumes . Robertum de Lenton’, 
Rogerum de Dorcestr’. Robertum le Palmere . Radulfum le Lord . Johan- 
nem de Remerston’ et Ricardum le Knit. 

K20a. qui dicunt per sacramentum suum quod Thomas de Withie 
est communis latro equorum. 

K2la. Item dicunt quod omnes villate {sic} Hundredi predicti 
non custodierunt vigilias secundum statutum Wynton’ 

In cuius rei testimonium etc. 

The Hundred of Huxloe comes [etc., as above] Thomas de Withie is 


a common thief of horses. All the townships of the hundred aforesaid have 
not kept the watches according to the Statute of Winchester. 


Et Juratores quorumdam hundredorum dicunt quod de articulis in 
statuto et commissione supradictis contentis nichil sciunt ad presens. 


And the jurors of certain hundreds say that concerning the articles con- 
tained in the statute and commission aforesaid, they know nothing at present. 
I a ea ee 


1 See below. 
2 See above. 
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Et Juratores quorumdam aliorumhundredorum non venerunt . ideo . 
CLC; 
And the jurors of certain other hundreds did not come, therefore, etc. 


Et mandatum fuit vicecomiti comitatus predicti!. quod caperet 
omnes supra indictatos . et saluo in prisona custodiret quousque etc. 
prout in tenore commissionis predicte continetur . qui ad huc nullum 
supradictorum indictatorum arestauit . ut dicitur. 

And the sheriff of the county aforesaid is ordered to take all those indicted 
above, and to keep them safely in prison, until, etc., as is contained in the 


aforesaid commission, as it is said that till now he has arrested none of the 
aforesaid indicted persons. 


17.¢, John de Wytlebury, see List of Sheriffs p. 92. 


APPENDIX. I. 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE SUPERVISORS, 1307-27. 


16 December 1310, For NoRTHAMPTONSHIRE, OXFORDSHIRE AND BERK- 
SHIRE! :— 


Master John of Everdon, 


Hugh Wake, Keeper of the peace Northants, 17 March 1308. 
Richard Fokeram, Keeper of the peace Berks. 17 March 1308. 
John de Ellesford, Keeper of the peace Oxford, 17 March 1308. 


30 May 1312, For NORTHAMPTONSHIRE ONLY? :— 


Henry Spigurnel (in place of Master John of Everdon, Richard 
Fokeram and John de Ellesford) Hugh Wake. 


18 June 1314, For BUCKINGHAMSHIRE, BEDFORDSHIRE, NORTHAMPTON- 
SHIRE AND RUTLAND? :— 


Henry Spigurnel, John Peyvre, Walter de Molesworth, John de 
Wylughby. Henry Spigurnel to be one. 


8 June 1326, For NORTHAMPTONSHIRE AND RUTLAND‘ :— 


John de Mutford, John de Morteyn, Ralph Basset of Weldon. 


1C.P.R., 1307-13, pp. 327-9; Parl. Writs, I, ii, App., pp. 32-3. 
2C.P.R., 1307-13, p. 463. 

°C.P.R., 1313-17, p. 128; Parl. Writs, Il, ii, App., pp. 76-7. 
*C.P UR, 


1324-7, p. 292; Parl. Writs, II, ii, App., pp. 287-8. 


APPENDIX II. 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE KEEPERS OF THE PEACE, 1307-27. 


24 December 1307. Hugh Wake, William Botevileyn.! | 
17 March 1308. William Trussel, Hugh Wake, William Botevileyn. 


13 April 1314. Geoffrey de Bradden, John de Wylughby, Eustace 
de Brunneby.* 


D June 1314. Geoffrey de Bradden, John de Wylughby, Eustace 


de Burneby.* 

14 June 1316. John de Wylughby, Eustace de Burneby.° 

18 June 1320. William de la Zouche of Haringworth, John de 
Wylughby.® 


26 August 1321. John de Longueville, associated with William de la 
Zouche of Haringworth and John de Wylughby.’ 


8 July 1323. John de Wylughby, Robert de Thorp, John de 
Verdoun of Brixworth.® 
16 July 1324. John de Longueville, Robert de Daventre.° 
27 July 1325. John de Morteyn, Ralph Basset of Weldon, Thomas 
Wake.!° 
oe ee El caret enc s tem = Dae PEt Ser aktneckn imine eee RE ge she usta 
1C.P.R., 1307-13, pp. 29-31, Parl. Writs, I, ii, App., pp. 8-9. 
2C.P.R., 1307-13, pp. 53-5, Parl. Writs, I, ii, App., pp. 11-12. 
3 C_P.R., 1313-17, pp. 107-9, Parl. Writs IL, ii, App., pp. 72-3. 
4C.P.R., 1313-17, pp. 122-4, Parl. Writs I1, 11, App., pp. 74-6. 
5’ C_P.R., 1313-17, pp. 482-3, Parl. Writs IL, ii, App., pp. 102-3. 
6C_P.R., 1317-21, pp. 459-61, Parl. Writs II, ii, App., pp. 148-9. 
7C.P.R., 1321-4, p. 57. 
8 ibid., p. 369. 


9 ibid., 1324-7, p. 66, Parl. Writs II, ii, App., pp. 258-9. 
10 And Rutland: C.P.R., 1324-7, pp. 228-9, Parl. Writs II, ii, App., p. 274. 


APPENDIX III. 


JUSTICES APPOINTED TO DELIVER THE GAOL OF NORTHAMPTON CASTLE, 


29 June 1308. 
2 March 1309. 
20 April 1309. 


10 December 1309. 

1 December 1310. 
26 October 1311. 
12 April 1312. 


26th day of 7th year (? 2 August 1313). 


10 July 1314. 
28 May 1315. 
10 March 1316. 
_ 18 July 1316. 
26 May 1318. 
12 August 1320. 
25 May 1324. 
25 October 1324. 


10 November 1324. 
10 March 


8 July 


1325. 
1326. 


1307-271! 


Henry Spigurnel, John de Mutford, William 
Botevileyn.? 

Henry Spigurnel, John de Mutford, Hugh Wake.’ 

Henry Spigurnel, Hugh Wake.4 

Henry Spigurnel, Hugh Wake, John de Mutford.> 

Henry Spigurnel, John de Mutford, Hugh Wake.® 

Henry Spigurnel, Hugh Wake, John de Ashton.’ 

Hugh Wake, Walranus de Mortuo Mari, Thomas 
Wale.’ 

Henry Spigurnel, John de 
Ashton.° 

Henry Spigurnel, John Peyvre, Walter de Moles- 
worth, John de Wylughby.!° 

Henry Spigurnel, John de Ashton, Ralph de Silla 
Villa! 

Henry Spigurnel, Walter de Molesworth, John de 
Wylughby.!” 

John de Wylughby, John de Longueville, Eustace 
de Burneby.!% 

Henry Spigurnel, Roger de Boudon.!4 

John de Wylughby, John de Longueville, Eustace 
de Burneby.'® 

John de Longueville, John de Wengraue, John de 
Chedingdon.!6 

John de Longueville, Robert de Daventre, John de 
Senior.’/ 

John de Longueville, Robert de Daventre, John de 
Chedingdon.!8 

John de Longueville, John de 5S. Mauro, Robert de 
Daventre.!9 

John de Longueville, Robert de Daventre, Robert 
Burdet.?0 


1 No date is given on the patent roll for the commissions of gaol delivery enrolled 


there. 
ments. 


im. 9d. 
10 see above pp. 55-6. 
itm: Od. 


Those listed here are taken from original commissions or from enrol- 

These, together with the records of ensuing sessions, are preserved 
in the Public Record Office. They form part of Justices Itinerant III, no. 51. 
a Ds 


12 see above pp. 67-8. 
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INDEX OF PLACES. 


The County of Northampton should generally be understood, unless other- 
wise indicated. References are to pages of the Introduction, but to cases 
in the text unless prefaced by ‘ p.’. 


A. 


Abington, Abyndon, p.1. 

Achurch, see Thorpe Achurch. 

Acle, see Oakley. 

ae Aldryngton, Aldrynton, p.2, 

Aldwinkle, Aldewyncle, p.6, 100, 101, 
107, 194. 

Althorp, Olthorp, p.3. 

Alwalton, Alwolton (Hunts.), 147. 

Ashby, Assheby, 31, 36, 95. 

Ashby, Castle, Essheby, p.4. 

Ashby, Cold, xxvii. 

Ashby, Mears, Asseby, p.4. 

Ashton, Asshton’, Asshe, Asshene 
(Cleyley Hundred), 8, G12, G55, 
G65. 

Ashton, Asshton, G71. 

Astwell, p.4. 

Aylesbury (Bucks.), xxiiin, XxXiv, XXv, 
xxxvil, 8, 90. 

Aylyngton, see Elton. 

Aynho, G4, G43. 


B. 


Balstrod, 46. 

Banbury, Bannebury (Oxf.), G7, G42. 

Barby, Bergheby, Berewby, Beruby, 
p.3, G9, G46. 

Barkeston, (Leic. or Lincs.), p.7. 

Barnwell, Barneuill, G66. 

Barrow, Barwe, (Leic.), G54. 

Barton Comitis. See Earls Barton. 

Barton Seagrave, Bartone Handred, 
191. 

Barton Thorpe, 144. 

Bedford, Bedeford, 
xxxvii, 175. 

Bedfordshire, xiv, xxi, Xxii, xxiv, XXVil, 
XXxXli, XXKV, XXXViN., xxxvii, p.8, 
p.55, p.61, G18. 

Belgrave, (Leic.), 128. 

Benefield, Benyfeld, Benyngfeld, 62, 
85, 203. 

Berkshire, Xll, X1X, XXXV. 

Berwick upon Tweed, Berewycum 
super Twedam, xiv, xv, p.9, p.56. 

Bigehale, xxvi. 


(Beds.), Xxilin., 


Billing, Byllyng, Byllynge, Byllyngge, 
p.1, 87, G53. 

Billing, Little, xxix. 

Blakesley, xxvi. 

Blatherwick, Blatherwyk, 111. 

Bletchingdon, Blecchesdon (Oxf.), G41. 

Blisworth, Bleseworth, xxv, p.3. 

Boddington, Botyndon, p.3. 

Botolph Bridge, Botelbrugg (Hunts.), 
G73. 

Boughton, Boketon’, (Spelhohundred), 
p.l p.5, G30. 

Boughton, (Corby hundred), G24. 

Bozeat, Boseyate, Bosgate, p.1, G36, 
G52. 

Bosenham, Bozenho, 168. 

Brackley, Brackele, Brakkele, XXXVI, 
p.4, p.16, 44, G2, G3, p.57, G5-G7, 
G38, G40, G41, p.68n.1, G45. See 
also Goldwell. 

Bradden, Braddon, xxvi, G12, G64, 
G67. 

Bradgate, Bradegate, (Leic), 115. 

Brafield-on-the-Green, Braunfeld, p.4. 

Brampton, (Nobottle hundred), 26, 
G20. 

Braunston, Brandeston, Braundeston, 
p.5, 33. 

Braybrooke, Braybrok, 12. 

Brendwode, K8. 

Brigstock, Brikstoke, Brugestok, 46, 
G25. 

Broughton, 4. 

Brixworth, xxviii. 

Bruges, (Flanders), xxix. 

Buckingham, Bukyngham, G3. 

Buckinghamshire, xiv, xix, Xl, Sil, 
xxiii, xxiv, XXXi, X¥XV, XXXVID., 
Xxxvii, p.8, p.55, p.56, G3. 

Bulwick, Bullewyk, xlvi, 111. 

Byeston, GS8. 

Byfield, Byffeld, p.3. 


Cs 
Cambridgeshire, xxiin., XXXV. 
Canterbury, Cantuar’, (Kent), p.82. 
Carlton, Carleton, 133, 138, K&. 
Castle Ashby, see Ashby. 
Castor, Castre, 72. 
Catesby, 99. 
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Catworth, Catteworth, (Hunts.), 1. 

Caysho, p.7. 

Charwelton, 35, 106. 

Chilton, (Bucks.), xxiv. 

Chipping Wardon, Chepyng Wardon, 
Wardon, p.3, G38. Hundred of, see 
Wardon. 

Clapton, G59. 

Clendon, see Glendon. 

Cleydon, G59. 

Cleyley, Cleyle, Clayle, Cleile, xlixn., 
p.2, p.10, p.45, p.63, p.65, p.75, p.82. 

Clipston, Clipston Regis, p.68. 

Clopton, 67, 68, 103, 164, 195. 

Clyve, see King’s Cliffe. 

Cogenhoe, Cugeho, Cugho, p.4, 91, 202. 

Cold Ashby. See Ashby. 

Cold Higham, xxx. 

Corby hundred, Corbi, xlvi, xlix, 1, lii, 
p.5, p.16, 111, 112, p.46, 187, p.58, 
p.64, p.83. 

Cosgrove, Couesgrave, p.2, 167, G21, 
G66. 

Coton, Coten, G46. 

Cottesbrooke, Cotesbrok, xxvi, p.2, 22, 
93, 153a, 153b, 200. 

Cottesford, Cotesford, (Oxf.), G3. 

Cotton, Cotene, (Wymersley hundred), 


p.4. 

Cotton, Cotes, (Higham Ferrers hun- 
dred), G52. 

Cotton, Middle, Middelcotes, 121. 

Cotton, Mill, Milnecotes, 121, 186. 

Cranford, Craneford, p.6. 

Creaton, Creton, p.2, 22, G30. 

Crick, Crek,.Creyk, 23, 71, 

Cropredy, Cropperi, Croppery, (Oxf.), 
G37, G39, G54, G57. 

Cumberland, xviin. 


D. 
Dallington, Dayllynton, Daylyngton, 
liii, 152a, 152b, G47. 

Darsdale, Deresdale, (Rushden), 161. 
Daventry, Daventre, Daventr’, p.3, p.7, 
34, 37, 151, 178, 188, priory, xxx. 

Deene; Deen, p.5, p.7, 117; 

Deeping (Lincs.), xxv. 

Denford, Deneford, 161. 

Denton, Parva Dodyngton, G13. 

Derby, 160, 204. 

Derbyshire, xxiin., xxiiin. 

Desborough, Desburgh, Doseburgh, 
p.7, 13, 16, 63. 

Devon, xxvii. 

Dockewellehay (Towcester), G14. 

Doddington, Great, Dodyngton, p.4. 

Dodford, Dodeford, 18. 

Dodyngton, see Denton, Duddington. 

Dowthorpe End (Earls Barton), 144n. 

Draughton, Draghton, p.2, 98, 148. 

Drayton (Fawsley hundred), p.3, 22. 

Drayton, Draiton (Huxloe hundred), 
108, 183. 

Duddington, Dodyngton, p.5. 


Duncote, Donecote, p.2. 
Duston, 145. 


E. 

Eastcote, Edwynescot, 154a. 

Earls Barton, Barton, Barton Comitis, 
p.4, 42, 172, 173, 174) 196; Go7, 

Easton Maudit, Eston, Eston Maudut, 
Eston Mauduyt, 119, 120, 130, 139, 
140, 150, G71. 

Easton Neston, Esteston, Estneston, 
REVI e) 0/, 

Elton, Aylyngton, (Hunts.), 108. 

Essex, XxXil, XXXvn. 

Essheby, see Ashby, Cold. 

Everdon, Eversdon, p.3, 38, 99, 128, 
176. 

Eynesbury Hardwicke (Hunts.), Pot- 
teresherdwyk, xxiv. 


1 

Farndon, 115, 189. 

Fawsley hundred, Faleswesl’, Fale- 
wesle, Fallesleg, Fallislegh, Fal- 
wesle, xlix, xlixn., p.3, p.14, p.46, 
p.o8. 

Fawsley, Falewesle, Faleweslee, Fallis- 
lee, Falysle, Faluelse, p.3, 38, 109, 
bol 

Faxton, Foxton, G16. 

Finedon, Thynden, Thyndene, xxxvi, 
XxxXvii, p.6, 27, p.20, 79, 80, 123, 125. 

Finmere, Fynmere (Oxf.), G4. 

Floore, Flore, p.3, 94, 96, 180. 

Foxley, Foxle, p.5. 

Furtho, Fortho, 182. 


G. 

Gayton, 57, 145. 

Geddington, Getington, Geytinton, 
Geytyngton, ix, xlix, l, 7, 46, 47, 
48, 50, 52, 170, 171, 191, G24, G25, 
G26, G27, p.83. 

Gildesby, see Kilsby. 

Glendon, Clendon, 63, 107. 

Gloucestershire, xxiin. 

Golden Spring, Goldwell (Brackley), 
p.69, G40, p.69n.1. 

Grafton Regis, Grafton, p.2, G22. 

Grafton Underwood, Grafton, p.6, 
p.10n., 4. 

Greatworth, Gretteworth, p.4. 
Greensnorton, Norton’, hundred of, 
xk p:2, pase p65; 0.76, p.523 

Grendon, p.4, G11, G54. 

Gretton, 49, 51, G8. 

Grimsby, Grimesby (Lincs.), G48. 

Grimscote, xxx. 

Guilsborough, Gildeb’, Gildesborou, 
Gildesburgh, 118. Hundred of, 
xlixn., pp. 2,12, 58, 74, 82. 

Gullet, the, le Golet (Potterspury), 124. 


INDEX 


Hi. 

Haddon, p.6, p.7, 104, G34. See also 
West Haddon. 

Halse, p.68n.1. 

Hamfordshoe, hundred of, Amford’, 
Amfordesho, Anfordesho’, Aunf’, 
Aunfordesho, xlixn., p.4, p.15, p.46, 
p.73. 

Hampton, 122. 

Hanging Houghton, Houghton, xxvi. 

Hanslope, Hamslap, Hamslep (Bucks.), 
155, G21. 

Harborough, Harbergh (Market Har- 
borough), 95. 

Hardingstone, Hardyngesthron, 
Hardyngsthorn, 40, GS6. 

Hardwick, Herdwyk, p.4. 

Hargrave, Haregraue, 1, 41, 86. 

Harlestone, Herleston, Herlyston, p.3, 
25, 152a. 

Harpole, Horpel, Horpol, 145, G46. 

Harrington, Herinton, 63. 

Harringworth, xxvii. 

Harrowden, Haroden, p.7. 

Haselbech, G30, G31. 

Hartwell, Hertwell, p.2, G64. 

Heathencote, Hethmoncote, 124. 

Herefordshire, xxlin., XXXv. 

Hertfordshire, xxii, XXXv. 

Heyford, 28, G46, G68, —, Little, Up- 
per, G46. 

Higham, Heygham, 39, 154b. 

Higham Ferrers, Heigham Ferers, Heg- 
ham, Heigham, Hegham Ferers, 1, 
149, G30. Hundred of, xxxvi, 
xxxviii, xlixn., pp. 1, 9, 44, 65, 71, 
77, 82. . 

Hinton, Hynton, p.3. 

Holcote, Holcot, 42. 

Holdenby, Haldenby, p.3. 

Hollowell, Holewell, p.3, G63. 

Horton, 40. 

Hotot, p.7. 

Houghton, Great, Hoghton, Magna 
Houghton, 39, 181, G55. 

Houghton, Little, Parva Houghton, 
144, 

Hulcote, Holcote, Holecote, xxvi, p.2. 

Huntingdonshire, xxiin., XXiv, XXXV. 

Huxloe hundred, Hokeslow’, Hokes- 
lowe, xlvii, xlix, pp. 6, 20, 89. 


I. 

Irchester, Irencestr’, p.1, G39, G51. 

Irthlingborough, Irtlingburgh, Irtlin- 
burgh, Irtlyngburgh, 77, 104, 131, 
137, G48. 

Isham, 7, 153b. 

Islip, Islap, Islep, Islepe, Islop, xlv, 
75, 100, 101, 108. 


Kk, 
Kelmarsh, Keylmersh, p.2. 


Kent, xviin., xxiin., XXXV, XXXVII1. 
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Kilworth, Kynelyngworth (Leic.), G35, 
G38. 

Kilsby, Gildesby, Kyldesby, 36, G9. 

King’s Cliffe, Clyve, G59. 

Kings Sutton, see Sutton. 

Kingsthorpe, Kynesthorp, 67, p.66n., 
G30, G72. See also Thorpe. 

King’s Wood, Kyngeswode (Beds.), 
G18. 

Kirby, Kyrkeby, p.5, p.7. 

Kislingbury, Kyngesbury, 28, p.14n.1. 

Knotting, Knottyng (Beds.), G34. 

Kyrkeby, see Kirby. 


LL. 
Ladbrooke, Lodbrok (Warw.), G38. 
Lafford, see Sleaford. 
Lamport, Langport, xxvi. 
Lancaster, Co. of, xviii, xxi. 
Langley, Langele, Langeleye, 63, 102. 
Lavendon, Lavenden, Launden, 
(Bucks.), 86, 107. 
Leham, see Lolham. 
Leicester, Leycestr, p.7 ; 
xlix, p.82. 
Leicestershire, Leve’, xxii, xxiiin., Xxx1, 
G2. 
Lichfield, Lichefeld, (Staffs.), G11. 
Lilbourne, Lylleburn, 21. 
Lillington, Lyllyngton, (Warw.), G44, 
G72. 


honour of, 


Lincolnshire, xxiii. 

Litchborough, Lychebareu, Lychebar- 
ewe, Lycheberwe, p.3, p.5, 179. 

Little Houghton, see Houghton. 

Liveden, Lyveden, p.6, Little Liveden, 
163. 

Lolham, Leham, p.6. 

Long Buckby, G61. 

Longthorpe, Thorpe, 72. 

Lowick, Luffewyk, Lufwyk, xlv, p.6, 
108, 138, 183, 184. 

Luffield, Luffeld, (Bucks.), 18. 


M. 

Maidford, Maydeford, p.2, 18. 

Maidwell, Maydewell, 63. 

Marholm, Marham, p.6. 

Market Harboro’, see Harborough. 

Marston, Merston, 203. 

Maxey, Makeseye, 71. 

Mears Ashby, see Ashby. 

Middle Cotton, see Cotton. 

Middlesex, xxiin. 

Middleton, (Corby hundred) p.5; 
(Sutton hundred) G38; see also 
Milton. 

Mill Cotton, see Cotton. 

Milthorpe, Thorp in Weston, 192. 

Milton, Middieton, Nassaborough hun- 
dred) 72. 

Molesworth, Mulesworth, 
xxiv, 134, 165. 

Moulton, Multon, p.1. 

Murcott, Murcote, 27. 


(Hunts.), 
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IN; 

Napton on the Hill, Napton, 153b, 160. 

Narford, (Norf.), p.6, 190. 

Naseby, Navesby, 116. 

Nassaborough hundred, Nassus Burgi, 
Burgus, xliii, xlv, xlix, pp. 6, 19, 73. 

Navisford hundred, xxxvin., xlix. 

Newnham, Newenham, p.3, 179. 

Newton, Great, Magna Neuton, 117. 

Nobottle Grove hundred, Neubotle- 
grave, Neubotlegrove, Neubotl’, 
xhxn li,’ ppy $213) 275162; 70,82: 

Norfolk, xxxv, xili, 1. 

Northampton, xxix, xxxvi, xxxvii, 
Oa Sb. edi ec Mise Mite Vepy hanya, oyo4 
82-94, 114, 145, p.41, 153a, 154a, 
155, 156-158, 160, p.44, 181, p.47, 
182, p.53, 200-204, G17-G20, G23, 
p.66, G30, G34, p.78, G73-G75, p.82 ; 
Abbey of St. James Without, 93, 
152a, G17; Castle, xix, xxvii, xxx, 
xxx1l; Church of St. Michael, 95; 
Church of the Blessed Mary, 96; 
Church of St. Gregory, xxxix, G72; 
St. James’ End, G32n.; St. James’ 
Street, G30, G33, G47: St. John’s 
Hospital, G17 ; sessions at, ix, xxiv, 
XXXV1l, XXXVIli, xli, xlviii, xlix. 

Northamptonshire, xii, xiv, xvii, xix, 

Se XIST, BOX eG Xl ee eK YX 

" XXV1, XXvii, xxviii, xxix, xxx, xxxi, 
CRA ex XM XV RXV xiii, 
aux, lt p.1,p.7, p.8, p-2a, p.26, p.35, 
p.48, p.55, p.64, p.66, p.67, p.81. 

Northumberland, xviin. 

Nortoft, 118. 

Norton, 58, G28. 

Norton hundred, see Greensnorton. 

Norton wood, G28. 

Nottinghamshire, xxiin., xxiiin., xxxv. 


O. 

Oakley, Acle, p.5. 

Odell, Wodhull, (Beds.), 156. 

Offley, Offele, (Oxf.), G29. 

Old Stratford, see Stratford. 

Olthorp, see Althorp. | 

Orlingbury, Orlingber’, Orlingbergh’, 
Orlyngeber’, Orlyngber’, 141, 148. 
Hundred of, xxxvi, 1, lii, pp. 1, 10, 84. 

Orton, Ouerton, 63. 

Orton Longueville, Ouerton Longeville, 
(Hunts.), G59. 

Oundle, Houndele, Undele, p.6, 64, 
190, 194, 199, G11. 

Oxford, 171. 

Oxfordshire, xii, xix, xxiin., xxxv. 


P 
Papley, Pappele, 142. 
Paston,. 72. 
Paulerspury, Paueliespirie, Pyrie, 


Pyiye, p.2.°p:0,-G67. 
Peakirk marsh, Peykyrke, 71. 
Peterborough, xxii, xxv, xlv, 70, 147; 
Liberty of, xlix, p.6. 


Peverel, honor of, xlix, p.82. 
Piddington, Pedington, Pyddyngton, 
Pydyngton, 156, 181, G12, G55. 

Pilton, Pylkyngton, 64. 

Pipewell Abbey, xxv. 

Pitsford, Pisford, p.1, G70. 

Polebrooke hundred, Pokebrok’, xxxvi, 
ZXXVIN., SV, Kix, lj pps 6, to.4o, 
59, 85. 

Potcote, xxx. 

Potteresherdwyk, see Eynesbury Hard- 
wicke. 

Potterspury, see Gullet, the. 

Potton, (Beds.), G59. 

Preston Capes, Preston, p.3, 109, 151, 
188, G7. 

Preston, Little, 1. 

Puxley, Pokesle, 169. 

Pydyngton, see Piddington. 

Pylkyngton, see Pilton. 

Pyrie, Pyrye, see Paulerspury. 

Pytchley, Pyghteslee, Pysteslee, 
Pyttesle, xxvi, 5, 6, 141. 


‘Oe 
Quinton, Quenton, G19. 


Lee. 

Radclive, Radeclyve, (Bucks.), 93. 

Radstone, Rodeston, p.2. 

Raunds, Raundes, p.1, 161, 162. 

Ravensthorpe, Ravenesthorp, p.3. 

Ravenstone, Rauenston, (Bucks.), 41. 

Ringstead, Ryngestede, Ryngsted, p.1, 
121, 122, 134, 185, 186. 

Roade, Rode, 8, 159, G65. 

Rockingham, Rokyngham, p.5 ; castle, 
xxxi1; forest, xxxi. 

Rothwell, Rothewell, Rothewelle, 14, 
15, 63, 102,G16. Hundred of, xlviii, 
xlix, pp. 2, 11, 60, 84. 

Rush Mills, Ryssemull, 181. 

Rushton, Ryshton, Ryston, 13, 46, 115. 

Rutland, “xiv,/-xvis xix) xis 
XX1IN., XXill, Xxviii, p.8, p.55. 


>. 
st. Hilary, 143. 
SbALVeS st ELuntsy) oe 
St. Medard, S. Marcus, 72. 
Salop, Xxiin. 
Scaldwell, Scaldewell, xxvi, 93, 153a, 
153b, 200. 
Sewardsley, convent of, xxvi. 
Sherbourne, Shirbourne, (Oxf.), G45. 
Shutlanger, Shetelhangr, Shutelhangre, 
DUA OS. 
sibford, (Oxf.), 203. 
Silsworth Lodge, xxvii. . 
Silverstone, Solveston, Sulueston, 18, 
G43, G69. 
Simon’s wood, Simondes wod, 73. 
Skegby, Skeggeby, (Notts.), xxii. 
Slapton, xxvi, p.2, 60. 
Sleaford, Lafford, (Lincs.), G17. 
Slipton, Slypton, 126, 132. 
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Snorscomb, Snokescumbe, p.2. 

Somerset, XxXiin., xxvii. 

Southampton, Suthampton, (Hants.), 
17] 


Southwick, Suthewyk, Suthwik, 54. 

Spelho hundred, xxxvi, xlix, pp. 1, 10, 
65, 76. 

Spratton, Sprotton, p.1. 

Staffordshire, xxiin., xxvi. 

eae Staunford, 85, 91, 160, 202, 
204. 

Stanion, Stanerne, 62. 

Stanton, (Essex), xxii. 

Stanwick, Stanewygge, Stanwygg, p.1, 
162. 

Staunton, 65, 152a. 

Staverton, Stauerton, 128. 

Stoke Albany, Stoke, p.5. 

Stoke Bruerne, Stoke Bruere, 
p.46n., G22. 

Stoke Doyle, Stoke, p.6, 65. 

Stoke Goldington, Goldyngton (Bucks.), 
86. 

Stony Stratford, (Bucks.), 169. 

Stratford, 85, G73; Old Stratford, 
Stratford, 10. 

Stretton, Strettone, (Rut. or Leic.), 
G23. 

Strixton, Stryxton, 119, 139, 156, G49, 
G50. 

Sudborough, Sudburgh, p.6. 

Sulby, G46. 

Suffolk, xxi, xxxv, xliii. 

_ Sulgrave, Sulegraue, p.3, 192. 

Surrey, Xxiin. 

Sussex, Xxiin. 

Sutton, 132; Sutton Bassett, p.5; 
Kings Sutton, 44, hundred of, xlix, 
1, pp. 4, 16, 57, 68. 

Syresham, Siresham, G69. 


168, 


e, 

Tansor, Tanshouere, 197. 

Tendring hundred (Essex), xxxv. 

Thorpe, Thorp, Throp, p.7, 158, 174, 
G30; in Norton hundred (?), 178; 
Kingsthorpe (?), °G30; Thorpe 
Achurch, Acherche, 75 ; Thorpe near 
Daventry, Thrupp Grounds, Throp 
iuxta Daventre, 193; Thorpe Man- 
deville, Thropmundevill, G38, G44; 
Thorpe Watervyll, 101; Thorp in 
Weston, see Milthorp. See also Bar- 
ton Thorp; Dowthorpe; Kings- 
thorpe. 

Thrapston, Thraspston, 100, 101, 134, 
135, 164, 195. 

Thrupp Grounds. See Thorpe. 

Thurnyng, Thernyng, 166. 

Thynden, see Finedon. 

Tiffield, Tyffeld, p.2. 

Titchmarsh, Tychemers, Tychemersh, 
Tychemerssh, p.7, 63, 102, 134, 163, 
165. 

Toddington (Beds.), xxiv. 
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Tolethorpe, Tolthorp, (Rut.), p.7. 

Towcester, Toucestr’, Toucestre, Tow- 
cestr’, 59, G14, G15. Hundred of, 
xhli, xlixn., pp. 5, 18, 60, 76, 82. 

Twyford, (Cleyley hundred), 8, 168. 


U. 
Undele, see Oundle. 
Upton, 143. 
Upton, Uptoniuxta Northampton, 143. 


W. 

Wadenhoe, Wadenho, xlv, p.6, 66, 111, 
112, 199. 

Walgrave, Waldegrave, p.1, 113, 114. 

Wallingford, Walingford, (Berks.), 
153b. 

Waltham, (county ? ), 183. 

Wappenham, p.4. 

Wardon hundred, pp. 3, 14, 82. 

Warmington, Wermyngton, 142, 198. 

Warwickshire, xxiin., xxiiin., xxxi. 

Watford, xxvii, xxviin., p.3. 

Weedon Lois, Wedon, 175. 

Weekley, Wycle, Wykele, 152b, 191. 

Weldon, xxxi, p.1, 85, 154a. 

Welford, Welleford, p.2, G63. 

Welton, 128. 

Westbury, Westbery, (Bucks.), 76, 105. 

West Haddon, p.3, G62. 

Westmoreland, xviin. 

Weston, 120; Weston Favell, 87, G13 ; 
Weston-by-Welland, xxxi, p.5. 

Whilton, Whelton, p.3, G62. 

Whitfield, Whitefeld, Whytefeld, 127. 

Wicken, p.lIn.; Wike Dyue, 10, 11: 
Wike Hamund, xxxvii, 1]. 

Wilby, Wylughby, p.4. 

Willibrooke hundred, Willibroke, 
Wylebrok’, Wylyng’, Wylyngbrok’, 
xhi, xlix, lii, pp. 5, 17, 73, 84. 

Wilstone, (Herts.), xxxi. 

Wiltshire, xxiin., xxvii. 

Winchester, honor of, xlix, p.68, p.68n., 
p.82. 

Winwick, Wynewyk, p.6. 

Wodhull, see Odell. 

Wollaston, Welaxton, Wolaston, Wol- 
axton, Wollauston, p.1, 153a, 200, 
G18, G51, G53. 

Wolverhampton, 
(Staffs.), G58. 

Woodcroft, Wodecroft, G8. 

Woodford (Huxloe hundred), 76, G58 ; 
Woodford-cum-Membris, p.3, 105. 

Wootton, Wotton, G41. 

Worcestershire, xxiin. 

Wymersley hundred, Wymerl’, Wy- 
mersle, Wymerslee, Wymerslegh, 
xlixn., pp. 4, 15, 47, 59, 72, 82. 


Wolveruehampton, 


YY. 
Yardley Gobion, Yerdele Gobyon, 167. 
Yardley Hastings, Yerdele Hastyngg’, 
G10. 
Yorkshire, xixn. 


; UV 


> a) 
7 
aa § 


Abbot, Ralph, 187. 


Agnes, daughter of Abraham, G34; of 
Akary, Thomas, 195. 


Aldewyn, Thomas, G71. 


Alexander de Luyton, p.5. 
Aleyn, Hugh, p.5; Philip, p.5; Wil- 
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INDEX OF PERSONS. 


This Index has presented certain difficulties. In the fourteenth century 
surnames were in a state of flux. Large numbers of people were still 
known only by their Christian names linked to the names of their villages 
or of their trades and occupations, which designations were stillin process 
of crystallisation into regular surnames. While persons with fixed surnames 
such as Basset or Longueville have been indexed thereunder in the usual 
way, the plan has been adopted of indexing most of the others under their 
Christian names, but the student of Christian names is warned that he 
must also look under the surnames if he is aiming at a complete list of the 
occurrence of any Christian name in this volume. The name of every 
village and hamlet occurring independently or in connection with a Christian 
name will be found in the Index of Places. A list of trades and occupations 
is printed under “‘ Occupations’ in the Index of Subjects. 


A. Andrew of Everwyk’, 145; of Liveden, 


p.6, p.85. 
Aboveton, Abovetoun, Henry, p.4; 


Roger, p.84. 159. 
ae a ot William, G34. Anthony of Sudborough, p.6. 
Acatour, Leffinus le, 159. Archebaud, Adam, p.1. 
Ace, Aze, Adam, xlv, xlvii, 104, 131; one es 

Richard, 33 ; William, 33. Arderne, John de, p.83; Robert de, 
Acry, Thomas, 103; John son of, 103. *xxi, XxXxU,,; Nicholaa, widow of, 

- Adam le Garlekmongere, 93. ; xxxil; Nicole, dau. of, xxxi. 

Adam, William, p.6. . | Assher, Hugh, 136. 
Adam, of Everdon, 38; of Napton, Astin, Walter, p.84. 


Ravensthorpe, lii, p.3; of Teeton, Atte Cherche, Walter, p.6. 
lii, 129; of Waltham, xlv, 108, 183. Atte Gotere, William, 36. 


SIvil, (53-160. of Odell 156: of Atte Brok, Mariota dau. of Roger, G59. 
184 ; of Weekley, 152b; of Yardley, 


157. Hugh, 67 ; John, 161, p.84; Roger, 
Adam, son, of Adam of Everdon, 128; p.3; William, 164. . 

of James the Fisherman, 82; of Atte Halle, Agnes, G24 | Geofirey, 

Nicholas, 77, 78; of Nicholas of p.82; Geoffrey, of Daventry, p.3; 


Richard, K15. 

| ss ae aa Thomas, li, 27: Simon, p3. 
Farndon, 189; of Hanslope, 155. Atte More, William, p.2. 
Aketouner, Robert son of Ralph le, G37, G39, G54, G57. 
194, 


Alan de Hay, p.2. See also Lambyn. 


142; Roger, p.5. 
Aldwyne, Thomas, p.83. Aumbre, Adam, p.5. 
William of Weston, p.5. 


iam, 72. Aze, see Ace. 


Alice, of Estcote, 154a, 154b; widow 


Allewyn, Alan, G10. 
Amice wife of John de Piddington, xl, 


Andreu, Roger, 21. 


of Richard of Thorp, 158; wife of 
Robert of Farndon, 189. 


5B. 


181, GSS. William, 145. 


Irthlingborough, xlvii, 104, 131: of Peter, p.5; Richard, p.2; Robert 
Baiocis, Richard de, xxiv. 


Annora wife of John of Glastonbury, 


Atte Grene, Attegrene, Henry, 195; 


son of Thomas, li, 27; Roger son of 
Atte Mulne, Thomas, xlii, 30 ; William, 
Atte Welle, Agnes, 172; John, 129; 


William, 196; Agnes wife of, 196. 
Aubrey, Aubry, Adam, 197; Henry, 


Aunger, William, li, p.l, p.84; 


Bacheler, Adam, 145; John, 145; 
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Bakere, Henry le, 136; John le, p.4; 
Roger le, 88; Walter le, 88, 201. 

Bakoun, Robert, p.2. 

Baldwin son of Simon, of Newnham, 
Se 

Balle, Geoffrey, 132; Henry, 63; 
Laurence son of Thomas, 56; 
Robert, 100 ; Thomas, 182. 

Bardoun, John, li, p.85. 

Barkere, Adam le, 149; Henry le, 97 ; 
Robert le, chaplain, 97, of Gretton, 
49; William le, 149. 

Barnevill’, John, junior, 11; John, 
senior, p.2 s Simonje p.5'5 “see also 
Bernewell’. 

Baroun, Philip, 197, 

Barry, Gilbert, p.1 ; Simon, p.1. 

Bartholemew of Barby, G46; Maud 
wife of, G46; Robert son of, G46; 
Hugh son of Robert son of, G46. 

Basset, John, of Oakley, p.5, of Wood- 
1000p Oe CAD eR 
XXX1, xxxli, p.87, p.88; Richard, 
KX, 

Bate, Robert son of William, 191; 
Robert of Wellingborough, p.4; 
Thomas, 135, 136. 

Baxstere, John son of Robert le, 80. 

Beauchamp, Giles, xxv. 

Beaufiz, Richard, 111. 

Beaumeys, Geoffrey de, p.6. 

Beaumond, Beaumund, Nicholas de, 
Reginald son of, 159, Thomas son of, 
159. 

Belle, Gilbert, 137. 

Bennet son of Walter le Couherd, 12. 

Bercher, Richard le, 188. 

Bere, John le, p.5, John, of Brackley, 
iii, G38, G39; Jordan, p.5. 

Bernaulegel, Barvankgel, Simon, 118. 

Berner, William le, 138; John son of 
William, 138. 

Bernewell’, Simon, 197, see also Barne- 
Ville 

Bertyn, Philip, p.3. 

Beruankgel, see Bernaulegel. 

Beton, Robert, G13. 

Beumes, Geoffrey, p.85. 

Beverege, Robert, 115. 

Beytebole, Henry, 12. 

Blatcher, Dr. M., xliin. 

Blome, Thomas, xlv, 70, 147. 

Blomefield, Francis, xxixn. 

Blount, Elias le, p.84, Simon le, p.1, 
p.84. 

Blundel, Richard, p.2. 

Blunt, William le, 94. 

Bode, William son of Martin, 47, G26. 

Body, Anselm, xlvii, 104; William, 
K12. 

Bokervill, John, p.3. 


Bollond © 2We «Goo XXXVI S<eSViill: 
XXXVIIN, 

Bonaventure, John, 153b, 160: Peter 
son of, xlvii, xlvii1, 160, 204. 


Bordel, Roger, 118. 

Bordoun, Burdoun, John, lii, p.2, p.84. 

Bornevill, xxxviii, lii, p.78. 

Boterenz, Thomas, p.3. 

Botetourte, John, xlviii. 

Botevileyn, Agnes, xxvi; Nicholaa, 
xxv1l; Robert, xxvi; William, xxv, 
p.88, p.89. 

Botiller, Richard le, hii, G40, G41. 

Boulpleyere, James le, 107. 

Bousyre, Gregory, 26. 

Bovetoun, John, 188. 

Boynacre, William, p.1. 

Brabazon, Roger de, xxii. 

Bradden, Braddon, Geoffrey de, xxiii, 
xxvi, G12, G64, G67, p.88; William 
de, xxXvi. 

Bray, Alice de, liii ; Henry de, liii, p.3 ; 
Henry son of Thomas de, of Char- 
welton, 35, 106; Thomas de, of 
Harlestone, lili, 152a, 152b. 

Brewestere, Breustere, Isabel, xlvii, 
139, 140; Simon le, xlvi, xlvii, 119, 
120, 130, 139, 140, 150. 

Breyd, Adam, G15; William, G14. 

Brian, see Bryan. 

Bridges, John, xxiiin., xxvn., XXVID., 
xxvilin., xlixn. 

Broun, Matthew, xxiii; William, p.7, 
p.84. 

Bruce, Robert, x1it. 

Brun, William, 62. 

Brut, William le, p.4. 

Bryan, Brian, Reginald, lii, p.5, p.84. 

Bryon, Roger, 198. 

Buketon, J. de, xlviii. 

Burdet, Robert, p.89. 

Burdoun, see Bordoun. ; 

Burgeys, John, 145; Robert, 72. 

Burneby, Alice, xxvii; Eustace de, 
XXV—-xxvii, p.88, p.89; John de, 
xxvii; Matilda, xxvii; Nicholas, 
Mxvie™ Saran xvite 

Byd, Ralph, 6; William, 5. 

Bygge, William, 177. 

Bynetheton, William son of Reginald, 
p.l. 

Bucke, William, G7. 

Bulmer, John, 63. 


Ca 

Calston, John, 191. 

Cam, Dr, Hy M., 1xn.,.<n. <xtin xxx, 
xlivn. 

Canoun, Simon, G63. 

Capel; Kobert, 71, 

Carde, Robert le, 1, K2. 

Cardoun, John, p.6. 

Carlisle, Bishop of, xxxix. 

Carpenter, Ralph le, xlvi, 119, 120, 
130, 150 ; William son of, 146. 

Cartere, Robert le, 188. 


INDEX OF PERSONS 99 


Catelyn, Roger, 186; William, 122, 
185; William son of William, 122, 
185, of Mill Cotton, 186. 

Chamberlenk, John, 195. 

Chamberleyn, John, p.6; Richard le, 
p.7. 

Chaplain, Capellanus, Chapeleyn, 
Chapelyn, Robert, 10; William son 
of Douce, 1; William son of Henry, 
35, 106. 

Chapman, Andrew le, GS; Roger, see 
Roger of Leicester. 

Charecter, William le, 169. 

Cherecter, Stephen le, 177; Simon 
brother of, 177. 

Chobelot, William, p.5. 

Cicaying, Agnes, G64; John, G64. 

Clerk, Geoffrey le, G75; Geoffrey, of 
Mears Ashby, p.4; Henry, p.4; Peter, 
pis Walon, p23 Akebert, po; 
Thomas of Litchborough, p.3; 
Thomas of Syresham, p.82. 

Cocku, Ralph, 154a, 154b. 

Cocus, Thomas, p.6; William, 83. 

Cok, Agnes, 198; Geoffrey, 198. 

Cokerel, John, 135, 136. 

Cokyl, Alan, 71. 

Cokyn, Walter, p.7; Walter bailiff of 
Northampton, G34. 

Colyere, William le, 188. 

Compyn, Adam, 108. 

Confort, Richard, p.5. 

Cook, see Cocus. 

Cordel, William p.6, 

' Cornewaleys, Robert, p.82. 

Cosin, Robert, p.85. 

Couherd, Bennet son of Walter le, 12. 

Coupere, Cupere, John le, 50, G27; 
Robert le, 76, 105: Thomas le, 161. 

Crak, John, G10. 


Cransley, Elizabeth daughter of Hugh, 
XXV. 


Crips, John, p.2. 

Cripslok, William, 15. 

Cristian, Robert, p.84. 

Crumbelle, John de, xxix. 

Cryur, Richard son of James le, 89. 

Cupere, see Coupere. 

Cut, Adam, p.3; Hugh, 64; William, 
62. 

Curson, Thomas, p.6. 

Curzoun, William, 185. 


1D), 
Daffyn, Peter, p.5. 
Dalcok, John son of John, G31. 
Daniel, Danyel, John, 153a, 153b, 200. 
Daundely, H., xlviii. 


Daventry, prior of, [Peter of Ashby], 
188. 


Daventry, de, family of, xxx, xxxi, 
Hawisa de, xxx; Isabel, xxx; 
Robert, XXviil, xxx, xxxi, p.88, p.89 ; 
Walter de, xxx, p.7; see Philip; 
Robert ; Simon. 

David, John, p.4. 

Derlyng, Thomas, G61. 

Doget, John son of Roger, 36 ; Richard 
son of Mabel, 36; Robert son of 


Geoffrey, 36. 
Dolfyn, Ralph, p.82; of Newnham, 
p.3. 


Douce, Adam, 113, 114; Robert, 114. 

Druet, John, G24. 

Dugdale, William, xxxiin. 

Dunche, Geoffrey, G56. 

Dwale, Hugh, G65. 

Dyve, Gilbert Ie; p.l; Jkobert fe, 
lili, p.3. 


E, 


Edmund of Harrington, p.4. 

Edward I, ix, xi, xv, xxix, xxxii, xlviii. 

Bdward Wl, ix; x; xv, xix, xxi, xxv, 
EXVill, KKX1, XxKil, xxxve-xivin, H. 

Edward III, x, xx, xxiii, xxviii, xxix, 
XXX1, xlvili. 

Edward, Henry, 122, 134, 143; Henry 
of Ringstead, p.l1; Hugh, 143; 
John, p.2. 

Elias of Thorp, p.7. 

Elys, John, p.5. 

Edmund de Seynt Lyz, 116. 

Enneyse, Henry le, 91. 

Ernald’, Henry, p.2. 

Etewel, Robert, 153a, 200. 

Eustace of Watford, xxvii. 

Eva, daughter of William of Pilton, 64. 

Everard, John, 153a, 153b; Philip, 
153a, 153b. 

Eyel, Robert, 174. 

Eyr, Elias le, p.84; John le, p.82; - 
Robert le, p.84; Thomas le, 141. 


F, 


Faber, Clement, 11; Henry son of 
Henry, 168; John, 145; John of 
Slapton, p.2; Richard, 39; Wil- 
liam, 58. See also Smith. 

Farrer, W., xlixn. 

Felice, John, p.3. 

Ferdelord, Ferthelord, Anselm, xlvii, 
104 ; Hugh le, xlvii, 78. 

Fever, Fevere, Fevre, le, Hugh son of 
Richard, K6; John, 179; Nicholas, 
1; Robert son of Robert, 190; 
Robert son of Thomas, 169; Walter 
son of Thomas, 16; William son of 
Robert, 190. 

Fina, widow of John of Naseby, 117. 
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Flekeman, Roger, p.4; of Whitfield, 
127. 

Flemyng, Hugh, p.3; Simon, p.1 ; 
William of Westbury, 76, of Wood- 
ford, 105. 

Fokeram, Richard, p.87. 

Forester, Thomas le, 12. 

Forneys, Richard, p.3. 

Foss, .E., XXin., Xxlin., Xxilin., xxviin., 
XXViiin. 

Fowelere, Richard le, p.6. 

Frankeleyn, Hugh, p.3. 

Fraunceys, John le, 128; William, 166. 

Frebern, John, 145; Stephen, 145; 
Walter, 145. 

Frelond, Thomas, 142. 

Freman, Geoffrey, 142; Isabel, 139, 
140; John le, p.83; of Ashby, p.4; 
Henry, p.1; Nicholas, p.4; Peter 
son of John of Thrapston, 164; 
Richard, p.7; Richard son of John 
of Thrapston, 164; Simon, p.3; 
Stephen, 145; Thomas, p.1; Wal- 
ter, 31; William le, xlvi, xlvii, 120, 
130, 150: of Easton Maudit, 139, 
140; son ‘of John, 164. 

Frenche, Walter le, K3; William, K3. 

Friday, Gilbert, 149. 

Frigel, Hugh, 9. 

Fysshere, William le, 188. 


Gi 


Gabel, L. C., xh. 

Gale, Margery wife of Robert, G49. 

Galewey, Agnes, 14. 

Garlecmongere, Garlekmongere, Henry 
le, liii, p.7; Simon son of Adam le, 
93. 

Gaugy, Philip, p.1; Thomas, p.1. 

Gauston, Robert, p.83. 

Geoffrey de Beaumeys, p.6; de Brad- 
den, see Bradden ; of Northampton, 
88; de Wellesford, xxxi. 

Geoffrey, son, of John le Mason, 198 ; 
Ralph, p.6. 

Gerard, Adam, 145; Roger, G63. 

Gerneys, Richard, 75. 

Geroneyn, Ralph, p.82. 

Gilbert de Carlisle, 82; de Deresdale, 
161; of Elton, 108 ; of Oundle, p.6. 

Giles, John, p.o. 

Glazoun, Richard, p.3. 

Glovere, Robert le, 187; Robert le, of 
Geddington, 191; Robert le, of 
Southampton, 171; Roger son of 
Richard le, 47, 48, 170. 

Godard, Richard, 145; Robert, 145. 

Godegrom, Richard, 176. 

Godlok, Roger, 68. 

Goldyngton, William de, xxxv. 

Godrych, William, p.2. 

Godwyne, John, p.6. 

Gosse, William son of Peter, G49-G51. 


Gounfrey, Hugh, 121. 

Gralent, Simon, p.6. 

Gras, Peter le, p.4, p.82. 

Gregori, Roger, 145. 

Gregory of Marston, 203. 

de la Grene, see Hugh. 

Grey, Sir Thomas, xxvii; Thomas, of 
Strixton, G50. 

Greyland, William, 108. 

Gurle, John, p.5. 

Guy, rector of Orton Waterville, K13. 

Grymbald, Walter, p.6. 


lel: 


Hamond, John, p.1. 

Handes, apne 179 oun, 179. 

Hanekyn, Robert, p. 83. 

Hardel, Roger, p.d. 

Hardy, Simon, p.7. 

Hardyman, Roger, 68. 

Harlewyne, Herlewyn, Alice, xl, G55 ; 
Alice her dau., 181. 

Hastang, Beatrice de, xxixn.; Philip 
de, XxXixn. 

Hastwell’, William de, p.82. 

Hauburge, John, p.84. 

Hawisa de Daventry, xxx. 

Hay, William le, p.5. 

Helm, Ralph, 108. 

Hendes, John, 188; Thomas, p.82. 

Henecok, John, 101. 

Henry Li. King; xxiv, cdi 

Henry Faber, 168; Henry servant of 
John of Hargrave, 86. 

Henry, de Aula, p.4 ; of Boughton, p.1; 
of Brampton, K14; of Chester, 40 ; 
of Deene, p.7; of Draughton, p.84, 
148; de Grafton, p.6; of Haddon, 
p.6, 104; of Holcot, 42; de Hou- 
onde, 163; de Houtot, p.5; of 
Kilworth (Kynelyngworth), G35, 
G38, G40 G43; de la Lee, G71; 
de Lowick, 138 ; of Titchmarsh, p.7, 
p.85 ; de Wydevill, see Wydevill. 

Henry, son, of Henry Faber, 168 ; .of 
Henry of Finedon, 123, 125; of 
John Sokneman, 173; of Lucy of 
Finedon, 123, 125; of the reeve, 63 ; 
of Robert of Billing, 87; of Robert 
of Bozenho, 168; of Robert of 
Lyveden, p.6; of Simon of Earls 
Barton, G57. 

Herberd, John, p.3. 

Herdman, John, p.83. 

Hereberd, John, 193. 

Hereward, Walter, 159. 

Herlewyn, see Harlewyne. 

Herward, Simon, 132, Henry son of, 
132. 

Heryng, Richard, G28, G29. 

Heyward, Hugh son of Robert, 194 ; 
John le, G30. 
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Hikeman, Hugh son of Walter, xxxvii, 
EE: 

Hod, Hodd, Walter, 46, G25. 

Hog, Richard, 58. 

Holdsworth, Sir William, xl. 

Home, Laurence, p.4. 

Honner’, Henry le, 135, Agnes wife of, 
135. 

Hoppere, William le, 89; of North- 
ampton, 89. 

Hornyng, John, 65. 

Hosiere, Hugh le, K8. 

Hotoft, James de, p.83. 

Houtot, Henry de, p.5. 

Huddy, William, G12. 

Hugh, of Badby, 188; or Byeston, 
G58; of Finmere, G4; de Gorham, 
p.85; de la Grene, 103; of Har- 
borough, 95; of Harpole, G46; of 
Melton, 117; of Orlingbury, p.84 ; 
of Oundle, p.6; of Scaldwell, 93; 
of Staunton, 65. 

Hugh, son, of Adam le Wryghte, 193 ; 
of Hugh of Roade, 8, G65; of Hugh 
of Shutlanger, p.2; of John, 192; 
of John de Staunford, xlvii, xlviii 
85, 160, 204; of John of Sulgrave, 
p-3; of Ralph, p.84; of Robert, 
G46; of Robert de Gardyn, 192; 
of Richard le Fevre, K6. 

Huldes, William, p.6G. 

Hulle, John, p.84; Richard, G22. 

Hunte, Walter le, xl, G71. 

Huwes, William, of Aynho, G4. 


I 


Ibberd, Thomas, p.3. 

Idel, Osbert, K2. 

Inge, William, xxvii. 
Irento, Thomas, p.5. 
Irney, Simon, p.3. 

Isabel de Daventry, xxx. 
Isabella, Queen, xix, xxvii. 
Iseude, Walter, p.84. 


J 


Jacob, Professor E. F., xn. 

James le Cryur, 89. 

James de Hotoft, p.83. 

Jeuene, Joeuene, John son of John le, 
39; Nicholas le, p.3; William le, 
p.l. See Yonge. ; 

Johan, John son of Robert, 138. 

John, King, xxii. 

John, le Coupere, 50, G27; parson of 
Northampton, 95 ; servant of Master 
Stephen, 56. 

John, de Arderne, p.7, p.83 ; of Ashton, 
G55, G71, p.89; of Billing, G53; 

. de Bonyngton, p.1; de Burcestr’, 
G1-G7; of Bradegate, 115; de 


John—contd. 

Burcote, 145; de Chedington, p.89 ; 
de Couele, p.3; of Creaton, p.3; of 
Desborough, 63; of Dodford, 18; 
de Ellesford, p.87; of Everdon,, xxi, 
p.87 ; de Gardino, 192; of Glaston- 
bury, 155; of Glendon, 63; of Har- 
grave, 41; of Harrowden, p.7; de 
Hastings, xli, G10; de Hay, p.2; 
de Helmdon, G42; of Higham, 39, 
154b; de Holt, p.84; of Kings- 
thorpe, 67; de Kynton, 16; de 
Leyre, p.3; de Lodbrok, p.4; de 
London, G18; de Merle, see Merle ; 
de Norton, 28; of Orton, 63; de 
Piddington, xl, 181, G55 ; de Remer- 
ston, p.85; de St. Maur, p.89; de 
scaldeford, p.1; de Senior, p.89 ; 
of Sibford, 203; de Suthfolk, K5; 
of Syresham, G69; de Tame, p.4bis ; 
de Thorp, p.4; de Thorpe, xxxv; 
of Tiffeld, p.2; de Tolthorp, p.7; 
of Twyford, 8, 168; de Verdoun, see 
Verdoun ; de Wydevill, see Wyde- 
vill; de Wymyngham, G19. 

John, son, of Henry of Finedon, 123, 
125; of Geoffrey Mason, 134; of 
John of Cosgrove, p.2; of Henry 
Julian, G46; of John de Hargrave, 
86; of Michael of Quinton, G19; 
of Nicholas, 142; of Nicholas de St. 
Medard, 72; of Nicholas de Stokes, 
199; of Ralph, p.5; of Robert the 
cobbler, K16; of Roger le Some- 
nour, xlv, 66, 199; of Simon of 
Creaton, p.2; of Stephen of Strixton, 
119; of Sybil, hu, 63, (see also 
Sybbeson); of Walter in the Or- 
chard, 144; of William Swyft, 176. 

Jolyf, John, 167; Jolyfi, John son of 
Robert, 20. 

Jordan of Benefield, 85, 203. 

Julian, John, G68; Johnson of Henry, 
G46; Simon son of Henry, G68. 

Julian son of Athelin, 59. 

Jurdan, Richard, p.1; William, p.7, 
of Barnwell, p.85. 


K 


Ken, John le, 169; Richard brother of, 
169; Nicholas le, 71; Roger le, 
G56; Simon le, p.4; Thomas le, of 
Islip, 75. 

Knyght, John le, p.4; Richard, p.7, 
of Ravensthorpe, hi, 129; William, 
p.1; William le, 141. 

Knyth, Knith, Knit, John, p.82; 
Richard le, p.85; Thomas, 92; 
William, p.84. 

Kyng, Adam, G12; Richard, p.5. 

Kyngesman, Richard, son of Robert, of 
Harlestone, 25. 

Kynne, Kynn’, Robert, xlviii, G14, 
G28. 
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L 


Lambyn, Alan, 122, 185; Alan, of 
Middle Cotton, 121; Henry, 122, 
185, 186. 

Lancaster, Thomas, Earl of, xxvi, 
XX Vitil, KK, 

Langefer, Richard, K10. 

Latymer, Thomas le, 83. 

Laurence, John, 186; William, G48. 

Lawrence, bailiff of Higham, 1. 

Lawrence, John, p.3. 

Leche, John le, p.84. 

Lefever, Lefevre, see Fever. 

Legat, Hugh; 115; 

Lende, John son of John, 37. 

Lescrop, Geoffrey, xxili, Xxiv. 

Lestre, John le, p.2. 

Leydeterre, John son of John, 136; 
Thomas, 135. 

Lile, William de, p.84. 

‘Lincoln, John, Bishop of, xli, G17. 

Lipscombe, George, xxivn. 

Lisle, see Lile. 

Longe, Long’, Felicia le, 88, 201; 
Robert le, of Northampton, Robert 
son of, 82. 

Longueville, Beatrice de, xxixn. ; 
George de, xxix; John de, xvii, 
XXvViil, Xxix, xxxiii, p.88, p.89; John 
son of, xxix; John de, junior, xxix ; 
senior, xxix; Thomas, xxix. 

Lord, Ralph le, p.85; Robert le, 108, 
183. 

Lou, Low, Hugh le, p.1; John son of, 
p.1; John le, 130, 140, 150; of 
Easton, 139; of Weston, xlvi, xlvii, 
1207" Philip le; p.7, 

Loudy, Lowdi, John of, Daventry, 34, 
K3 


Lovecok’, Walter, 63, of Rothwell, 102. 

Loveday, Thomas, G61. 

Lovel, Henry, 33; Nicholas, 33; 
Richard, 33; Thomas, 33. 

Low, see Lou. 

Lowdi, John son of John, K3. 

Lucas, Robert, p.7; Roger, Richard 
son of, 16; Thomas, p.4. 

Lucy, Richard, 123. 

Lucy of Finedon, 123, 125. 

Lymbod, John, 147; William, xlv, 70. 

Lymbot, William, 147. 


M. 


Machun, Maczon, see Mason. 

Maddyngle, Robert de, xxxv. 

Maitland, F. W., xvn., xxxixn., xln., 
xhiin., xlivn. 

Malet, Henry, 100. 

Mallorre, Simon, p.2. 

Man, Walter, 83. 

Mareschal, John le, p.4, of Titchmarsh, 
K9, of Welton, 128; Richard le, 189. 

Margaret of Islip, 101. 


Martin, son of William of Upton, 143; 
Agnes wife of, 143. 

Martyn, Henry, G58; John, 33. 

Mason, Machun, Maczon, Masoun, 
Mazon, Mazoun, Geoffrey le, 134; 
Geoffrey son of John le, 198; Hugh 
le, p.82, 188; John le, of Preston 
Capes, 188, of Warmington, 198, son 
of Geoffrey, 134; Thomas le, 161 
162; William le, xlii, 109, 151. 

Mattere, William le, G61. 

Matthew of Radstone, p.2. 

Maud of Weston, G13. 

Mauntel, Robert, liti, p.2. 

Mayeu, Geoffrey, 136. 

Mayster, Walter le, 134. 

Mazon, Mazoun, see Mason. 

Megermeyn, Walter, p.4. 

Megre, Philip le, 96, 98. 

Melnere, Mulnere, John le, G66; 

Robert le, 126. 

Menyuer, Robert, 147. 

Mercer, William le, liii, p.3. 

Merfleyt, John, p.4. 

Merle, John de, p.6. 

Messer, William le, 152a, 152b; Wil- 
liam le, of Wilbarston, K11. 

Michael of Walgrave, 146. 

Michel, Roger, of Farndon, 115, 189; 
Helewys, wife of, 189. 

Mile, John, of Broughton, 4. 

Milneward, Walter le, 193; John, son 
of, 193 ; Thomas, son of, 193; Wil- 
liam, son of, 193. 

Minsmyth’, John son of John le, G74. 

Molesworth, Catherine de, xxiv ; Hugh 
de, xxiv Walter de) xx; oxctiv: 
Xxxli, p.8, p.26, p.55, G17, p.87, p.89. 
See also Simon. 

Morel, Ralph, 187; of Geddington, 52. 

Morteyn, John de, xxi, xxv, xxx1, p.87, 
p.88. 

Moryn, Adam, 145; John, 145. 

Mouner, Mounor, John le, K7; John 
son of Walter le, 178; Peter le, K7; 
Peter son of William le, 146; 
Thomas son of Walter le, 178. 

Moyne, Reginald le, p.85. 

Mulnere, see Melnere. 

Murie, Robert le, K4, K5. 

Mustel, Nicholas, p.83. 

Mutford, John de, xxi, xxxii, p.87, 
p.89. 


N. 


Newbottle, Richard of, p.2, p.84. 

Nicholas of Blisworth, p.3 ; of Gretton, 
49; of Kenyngcourt, xli, G17, G18; 
of Oundle, 190 ; of Paulerspury, p.2 ; 
of Warwick, xxvii; son, of Godfrey 
Spigurnal, xxii; of John of Irthling- 
borough, xlvii, 137; of William of 
Biddenham, 41; of William of Kail- 
worth, 41. 
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Nichole, Robert son of William, G8. 
Nicol, Robert, 51. 

Nigel de Kenilworth, p.82. 

Noble, Hugh le, 125. 

Noreis, Nicholas, p.82. 

Noreys, John le, p.4. 

Norman, Bate, 194. 

Normaund, Walter son of William, 37. 
Northampton, decanus de, G17. 
Nowers, Oliver de, p.6. 


O. 


Oliver de Nowers, see Nowers. 

Olyver, John, p.5. 

Orchard, in le, the, see John, Simon, 
William. 

Ormesby, William de, xxxv. 

Oude, Henry, 136. 

Osbert, miller of Harlestone, 152a, 
152b. 

Oylemakyere, John le, 136; of Titch- 
marsh, 135. 


is 


Pach, John, G62. 

Pachet, Robert, p.82; Thomas, 188; 
William, 188. 

Page, John, 135; William, 13. 

Palgrave, Francis, xviii. 

Palmer, Palmere, Robert le, p.6, p.85. 

Parchemyner, John le, 46, G25. 

Parker, Simon le, p.84. 

Parle, Perle, John, 188. 

Parlebyen, Beatrix, G59; Robert, G59. 

Parles, John, xxvii; John de, of Wat- 
ford, p.3; Walter, xxvii. 

Parmenter, Thomas le, 161. 

Partrik, see Patrik. 

Parys, Robert, Robert de, xlvii, 104, 
131, 137; Geoffrey son of Roger, 
xilvui, 104. 

Passelewe, Walter, 201, 202. 

Pastay, Pastey, Adam, 148; Henry, 
148. 


Patrik, Partrik, Gilbert, p.5, p.84. 

Pavely, Joan de, xxvi; John de, xxvi; 
Robert de, xxvi. 

Payn, Roger, p.6. 

Pek, Ralph le, 63. 

Pelle, Elias, of Shutlanger, 9. 

Penifader, Robert, p.83. 

Pentecost, William, 153, 200. 

Pepin, Hugh, of Stanion, K12. 

Perke, John, of Kingsthorpe, G72. 

Perle, see Parle. 

Person, William, p.4. 

Peter de Standen, 9. 

Peterborough, abbot of, xxxvin. 

Peytevyn, John son of Peter of, 72. 

Pever, Peyvre, John, xxi, xxiv, XxXii, 
p.8,; p.26, p.oso, “Gl7, p.87,. p.89.: 
Paul, xxiv. 


Phelip, Phelipp, Geoffrey, p.2 ; Henry 
G22; William, 197. 

Philip de Caysho, p.7; de Hardeshill, 
11; de Keyrwent, 152a, 152b. 

Philip son of Robert de Daventry, xxx. 

Pilchere, Stephen le, 161. 

Pipewell, Abbot of, see Thomas of 
Throckrington. 

Pippard, Robert, p.82. 

Ploumcarte, Thomas, 138. 

Pluncknett, Professor T. F. T., xxxixn. 

Pole, William de la, xxx. 

Pollard, John, p.4. 

Pollock, F., xvn., xxxixn., xIn., xliiin., 
xlivn. 

Porter, John le, p.5; Robert le, p.3. 

Possel, Thomas, p.5. 

Prat, William son of Michael, 39. 

Prest, Hugh, 147; John, 145. 

Prilli, Prilly, Hugh, 1, K8. 

Prouost, William le, 188; William son 
of Robert, 142. 

Puleter, Cecilia, G47; Emma, G47; 
William le, lii, G47. 

Pulewere, Alexander, G2; Alice, G2. 

Pulter, Robert le, G33. 

Putnam, Miss B. H., xn., xin., xvn., 
XVIN., XVI; XX) XXVIII, XXxiin., 
XKXV, XXXVI, XKXVIN.| XxXxkviin., 
XxXkIxN., xlin., xliin., xlvin. 

Pycche, William, 108. 

Pyel, Robert, 13. 

Pygg, John, G11. 

Pystor, Richard, 174. 


R 


Rakepas, Robert, 138. 

Ralph, of Braunston, p.5; of Cogenhoe, 
p.4; of Drayton, xlv, 108, 183, 184 ; 
of Finedon, li, p.3, 27; of Grendon, 
p.85; of Hampton, 122; parson of 
Northampton, 96; de Silla Villa, 
p.89 ; of Sutton, 44; son of Andrew 
of Liveden, p.6, p.85 ; son of Nicho- 
las of Oundle, 190; son of Ralph, 
p.7; son of Ralph of Wappenham, 
p.4; son of Thomas of Isham, 7 ; 
son of William of Cranford, p.6 ; 
son of William of Furtho, 182; son 
of William of Irthlingborough, 104 ; 
son of William of Sulgrave, p.3. 

Randolf, Henry, p.1. 

Ratele, Robert of Paulerspury, Wil- 
lam bro. of, G67; William son of, 
G67. 

Ray, Ralph le, 57. 

Rede, Muriel la, le, 14, 15; John, son 
of, 15; William, son of, 15. 

Redel, Robert, p.2. 

Redhod, Ralph son of Richard, 10. 

Reginald of the Couhous, atte couhous 
of Carlton, 133, 138. 

Revessone, William le, of Grendon, 
G54. 
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Reynband, Henry, p.3. 

Reyner, Bartholemew, p.7. 

Reynold, John, 151. 

Richard, John, p.82; of Barby, p.3. 

Richard, of Alderton, 56; del Aune, 
p.2; de Besevill, p.4; of Brackley, 
p.4.; de camera of Floore, p.3; of 
Catesby, 99; de Chaunceus, 30; de 
Cotes, G52, of Crick, 71; de Cruce, 
p.5; of Desborough, p.7; of Fox- 
ley, p.5; de Grenehull, 157; of Hal- 
denby, p.3; de Langepee, p.84; of 
Lavendon, 107; of Maidford, 18; 
de Malesle, p.1; of Muscott, p.3; 
of Offley, G29; of Orlingbury, 141 ; 
of Piddington, 156; of Rothwell, 
59; dela Ryvere, 111; of Stratford, 
G73 ; of Thorp, 158; of Wadenhoe, 
xlvi, 111, 112, p.84; of Warwick, 
p.2; de Waundevill, 38; of Woot- 
ton, G4l. 

Richard, the brother, 179; brother of 

'John son of John de Hargrave, 86. 

Richard, son, of Agnes of Lowick, 108 ; 
of Guy, p.85; of Hugh, 103; of 
John of Roade, 159; of Julian of 
Kingsthorpe, G72; of Peter of Gedd- 
ington, 48; of William Swift, 176. 

Richer, Rycher, Richard, xlvu, 131; 
Richard, of Irthlingborough, 104. 

Robelard, Elena, 165. 

Roberd, Geoffrey, 188. 

Robert, Alexander, p.82. 

Robert, bailiff of Wardon hundred, 
p.3 ; the cobbler of Kelmarsh, K17 ; 
le Coupere, 76, 105; John son of, 
K16; Robert le Fevre, 190. 

Robert, of Arthingworth, p.2; de 
Backeston, p.7; of (Earls) Barton, 
AV euro) Dediordya 7064 1 Ol bege= 
worth, p.1; of Braunfeld, G20; of 
Burgh, 147; of Byfield, 4; de Can- 
brugg, 63; of Cleydon, G59; of 
Culworth, p.5; de Daventry, see 
Daventry; of Farndon, 189; of 
Flours, p.1. ; de Gardyn of Sulgrave, 
192; of Guilsborough, p.2, 118; of 
Harrington, 63 52de,Hototp.7 5) of 
Isham, p.84; of Lenton, p.85; of 
Litchborough, p.5; of London, 14; 
of Lowick, p.6; of Narford, p.6, 
190; of Newton, p.2; of Potton, 
xli, G59; of Scaldwell, 153a, 153b, 
200° of Stoke, p.67 165s deiStokes, 
0.805 des Lhorp, exxviltp.8s 5 de 
Toulous, 85 ; of Walgrave, p.1; de 
Wauncy, p.7; of Woodcroft, G8. 

Robert, son, of Agnes of Farndon, 189 ; 
of Bartholomew of Barby, G46; of 
Gilbert of Oundle, p.6; of Henry of 
Finedon, 123, 1253 of Hugh of 
Scaldwell, 93; of John de Wylugh- 
by, xxili, xxiv; of Michael of Wal- 
grave, 146; of Ralph le Aketouner, 

. 194; of Richard de Grenhull, 157; 
of Robert de Daventry; xxx; of 
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Robert—conid. 
Robert le Fevre, 190; of Simon of 
Pitsford, G70; of Stephen, p.4; of 
Thomas le Fevre, 169; of Walter de 
Daventry, xxx; of Walter of Essex, 
xxx; of William Nichole, G8. 

Robold, Robert, 188. 

Roger, the miller, 56. 

Roger, John, 33; Simon, 40; William, 
145. 

Roger, de Boudon, xxxii, xxxiin., p.89; 
of Braybrooke, xlii, 60; of Dor- 
chester, p.85; of Floore, 180; of 
Isham, 153b; of Kettering, p.84; 
of Leicester, merchant, K8 (see Chap- 
man); de la Marche, 44; of Med- 
bourne, p.4 ; in the Mersh, 121, 134 ; 
of Scarborough, 162 ; of Sherbourne, 
G45; de Staunford, 91, 202; of 
Westbury, 76; of Woodford, 105. 

Roger, son, of Henry le Spicer, 41; of 
Robert of Bozeat, p.1; of Robert 
de Welaxton, p.1; of Thomas of 
Northampton, 89. 

Rose, Simon, 174. 

Rous, John le, G21. 

Russell, Philip, of Abington, p.1; of 
Northampton, 84; son of Alice, G32. 

Ryche, Robert le, p.4. 

Rycher, Richard, see Richer. 


5. 


Saer of Waterville, K13. 

St. John, Master of the Hospital of, xli, 
G17. 

ot. Liz, St. Lyz, Edmund de, 116. 

St. Medard, Nicholas de, 72. 

Saltere, John le, G43. 

Sampson, Geoffrey, p.82; William, 
p.82; William of Barby, p.3. 

Sarah, widow of William of Barnwell, 
G66. 

Sayles, G. O., xxiin., xlivn. 

Scryveyn, Philip son of John le, 41 ; 
Richard, p.6. 

Sebode, Sebod, Sebold, Henry, 152a, 
152b. 

Selud’, William, 25. 

Shadewe, Shadwe, Stephen, p.6, 126. 

Shayl, John, liii, G40, G41. 

Shepherde, Richard le, of Thorpe Man- 
deville, G44; of Wollaston, G5l. 

Sherman, Robert le, 108. : 

Sillem, R., xxxvi, Xxxviiin. 

Silvester (servant of Henry Malerbe), 
90. 

Simon (servant of John of Lewknor), 
126. 

Simon, of Barton, 42; of Brafield, p.4 ; 
of Cottesbrooke, 153a, 153b, 200 ; 
de Crouland, p.84; of Fawsley, xl, 
38, 109; of Kelmarsh, p.2; de 
Langley, 63, 102; of Lavendon, 86 ; 
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Simon—countd. 
de Lyndeseye, p.3 ; de Millesworthe, 
p.85 ; de Molesworth, 135, 165; of 
Newnham, 179; in le Orchard, 144 ; 
of Orlingbury, 148 ; of Pitsford, G70; 
of Snorscomb, p.2; of Sutton, 132. 

Simon, son, of Adam le Garlekmongere, 
93; of Henry of Draughton, 148 ; 
of Henry Julian, G68; of Henry of 
Kilsby, G9; of John, 145; of Mar- 
gery, 188; of Peter of Strixton, 139, 
156; of Robert of Daventry, 151 ; 
of Robert of Papley, 142; of Simon 
of Cottesbrooke, 93. 

Simond, Geoffrey, 124; John, G61. 

Skynide, John le, 71. 

Skynnere, Robert son of Henry le, 133, 
138 ; William, le 51. 

Smith, Smyth, Richard, 121; Walter 
le, 119. See also Faber. 

Sokneman, John of Barton, 172, 196; 
Henry, son of, 173. 

Somenour, Somyner, Henry le, 126, 
es ; John son of Roger le, xlv, 66, 

9. 

Someter, Ralph le, of Thurning, 166. 

Sondan, see Soudan. 

Sotele, William le, p.7. 

Soudan, Robert, p.5. 

Soutersman, Hugh le, 22. 

Southern, William le, 21. 

ma Oe de Spayne, William, li, p.6, 


Sperhavek, John, 18. 

Spicer, Ralph le, liii, p.7; Roger son 
of Henry le, 41; Thomas le, hii, p.7. 

Spigurnel, Edmund, xxii; Godfrey, 
xxii; Henry, xii, xiv, xxi-xxili, xxxv, 
XXXV1, Xxxviii, lii, pp.8, 9, p.26, 
p.47, p.55, p.56, p.61, G17, G18, p.64, 
p.67, p.72, G71, p.87, p.89; John, 
xxii ; Nicholas son of Godfrey, xxii. 

oe ates Spylleprid’, William, 63, 

2 


Spirhard, Hugh, G60. 

Sprunt, Maud, K6. 

Steer, Robert, p.4. 

Stephan, J., xl. 

Stephen, rector of Alderton, 56; de 
Cotes, 82; of Glendon, 63; of 
Holcot, p.84. 

Ster, Joan dau. of Robert le, 8. 

Stevene, John, G23. 

Stonore, John de, xxxv. 

Stubbs, W., xn., xxxixn. 

Sturdy, Lawrence, 167. 

Stryk, Roger, G13. 

Ssulby, Abbot of, G46. 

Super Montem, John, p.1. 

Susanna of Belgrave, 128. 

Svet, Richard, p.4. 

Svetecok’, John, p.2. 

Svetman, Simon, p.95. 

Swetbon, Richard, p.1. 

Swyft, William, Richard son of, 176; 
John son of, 176. 


Swyn, Robert, 71. 

Sybbeson, John, liii, 102, see John son 
of Sybil. 

Syberd, Adam, 152b. 

Sydrak, Roger, p.83; of Oakley, p.5 ; 
Stephen, p.5. 


T 


Taillor, Taillour, Taillur, Tayllur, 
Isabel of Paston, 72; wife of 
William le, of Northampton, 114; 
Richard son of Silvester le, 176: 
Robert le, liii, p.3, of Denford 161, 
of Paulerspury p.2, son of Stephen 
le, of Weekley, 191; Roger son of 
Thomas le, of Northampton, 89; 
Thomas le, of Rushton, 116; Wil- 
liam le, 113, 170, of Geddington, 47, 
G26, of Northampton, 114. 

Tale, Henry, 173; Joan, 173. 

Tanner, Tanur, Walter le, 163; Wil- 
liam le, Henry son of, 54; Walter 
son of, 54. 

Taverner, Peter le, 153a, 153b, 200. 

Tayllur, see Taillor. 

Templeman, Roger le, 101, 

Teyt, William, p.6. 

Thomas the cobbler, 56; le Coupere, 
161. 

Thomas, of Aylesbury, 90 ; of Botolph 
Bridge, G73; de Bray, see Bray ; 
de Bredon, 101; de Cruce, p.1bis ; 
of Derby, xlvii, xlviii, 160, 204; of 
Doddington, p.4.; of Floore, 94,96; | 
de Formens, p.1; de Goldesburgh, 
xliu, 73; of Greatworth, p.4; of 
Haddon, p.7, G34; in le Hern, 28; 
de la Hoese, p.2; of Isham, 7; of 
Kirby, p.7; of Leicester, p.7; of 
Maidford, p.2; de Northf’, p.l; of 
St. Hilary, 143; de Stanton, of 
Clifton, p.3; de Stanton, Staunton, 
of Harlestone, 152a, 152b; (of 
Throckington) abbot of Pipewell, 
xxvil; Upe Weye, p.7; de Withie, 
K20, K20a. 

Thomas son of William Walter, 129. 

Thorp, John, 103. 

Thresshere, Robert le, xlii, 60. 

Thurkyl, John, p.4. 

Thurkyn, Emma, 68. 

Thychers, Thykhers, Alice wife of John, 
xlv, lii, 66, 199; John, lii, 199. 

Tifil, Philip, 132. 

Toi, Toy, John, p.4, p.82. 

Tollard, William, 127. 

Torpel, William, 174. 

Tout, Professor, T. F., ix, xiiin., xvin., 
XVIIN. 

Toy, see Toi. 

Trayli, Treyli, Henry, p.85. 

Tromper, Simon le, 116. 

Trussel, William, xxv, xxvi; Roesia, 
XXVI1. 
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Tubbe, Peter, 63. 

Turnour, William le, G44. 

Tyard, Nicholas, liii, G38, G39. 

Tyler, Tylere, Robert le, 79; Stephen 
le, 141. 

Tympon, Christina wife of William, 
G69; Robert, G69. 


U. 
Underwode, Robert, p.6. 


Ne 


Verdoun, Edmund de, xxix ; John de, 
ORVILLE ek VI OO Thomas, 
XXVI1. 

Verdun, Thomas de, xxvi. 

Vere, Veer, Ver, Robert de, le, xlvii, 
liii, p.7, 58; of Thrapston, p.85. 

Veyse, John le, G30. 

Vincent, Vyncent, John, p.84; Peter, 

7 


Dy 
Vyneter, William le, p.7. 


W. 


Wake, Henry, p.6; Hugh, xii, xxi, 
RXV OX SV ORK 1) PX RK OKI, XE, 
G16, p.87, p.88, p.89; Joan, 
Xxxviiin., lin.; Thomas, xxv, xxix, 
xxXxX1, Xxxil1, p.89. 

Wale, Thomas, 25, p.13n.1. 

Walkere, John son of Henry le, 87. 

Walsche, Thomas le, K8. 

Walter, Robert, 129; William, 129; 
William, of Harpole, 145; William, 
of Ravensthorpe, 129, Thomas, son 
of, 129. 

Walter del Aune, p.2; de Daventry, 
xxx, p.7; of Essex, xxx; of Ever- 
don, 99; de Gardino, 174; of Gat- 
hampton, K4, KS; of Ladbroke, 
G38; of Lillington, G44, G72; de 
Molesworth, see Molesworth; of Strat- 
ford, lii, 85; of Wallingford, 153b. 

Walter, son, of Geoffrey son of Thomas 
of Crick, 23 ; of Henry of Draughton, 
p.2; of Nicholas, p.7 ; of Robert of 
Daventry, p.7; of Thomas le Fevre, 
16. 

Warde, Gilbert, lii, p.5, p.84; John le, 
G16; William le, John son of, 26, 
G20. 

Warin, Waryn, son of Hugh, 147; de 
Wauton, p.6; William, G30. 

Waterville, see Saer. 

Wauter, John, p.82. 

Waydour’, Weydour, John le, p.7, 158. 

Webbester, Webbestere, William le, 
79, 135. 


Welewys, Wylues, John in le, p.85. 

Welles, Peter de, p.3. 

Wengrave, John de, G60, p.74n., p.89, 

Werrour, John, p.3. 

West, Robert, p.82. 

Western, John le, 107. 

Weston, Henry le, p.7. 

Weydour, see Waydour. 

Whelwryghte, Whylewrichte, Hugh le, 
178; Nigel son of Richard le, 138. 

Whyte, Elias le, p.2 ; Simon le, p.4. 

Willard, J. F., xlvin. 

Willes, Roger, 189. 

William, servant of William of Cottes- 
ford, G3; woodward of the prior of 
Ravenstone, 41. 

William, of Ashby, 31, 95; of Astwell, 
p.4; of Barton, G6; parson of 
Brackley, G38; of Cogenhoe, 91, 
202: of Cottesbrooke, p.84; of 
Deene, p.5, 117; of Draughton, 98 ; 
of Duncote, p.2; of Faxton, xl, G16 ; 
of Foxley, p.5; of Furtho, 182; of 
Glendon, 107, p.84; of Hampton, 
151; of Haselbech, G30, G31; of 
Holcot, 42; in the Hurne, p.4; of 
Irthlingborough, 104; de Kendale, 
p.6; of Lathbury, 146; de Liche- 
feld, G11; de Lile, see Lile; de 
Northfolk, p.82 ; in le Orchard, 144 ; 
of Pilton, 64; of Raunds, p.l; de 
Rowell, 80; of St. Germans, p.7; 
de Staverton, p.3; de Stocton, 
Stoketon, p.5, 111;.112, p.83y fde 
Stokton of Northampton, 158; of 
Sudborough, 131; of Sulgrave, p.3 ; 
de Tringham, p.82; of Wollaston, 
G53; of Warkton, p.83 ; of Weldon, 
lit, p.1, 85; in le Wro, p.5, 142. 

William, son, of Agnes of Pytchley, 
K14; of Elias de Launde, 34; of 
Henry of Finedon, p.6; of Henry 
Wymund, 108; of Hugh of West- 
horp, 192; of John, 190; of John 
of Oundle, p.6, p.85; of John of 
Stokes, p.85 ; of Martin of Gedding- 
ton, G26, (see Bode) ; of Pentecoust, 
92, 93; of Peter of Kirby, p.5; of 
Ralph le Carpenter, 146; of Regi- 
nald, 140; of Richard of Oundle, 
p.6; of Robert of Aldwinkle, 107 ; 
of Robert le Fevre, 190 ; of Roger of 
Ashby, 36; of Simon of Cottes- 
brooke, p.2; of Simon of Pitsford, 
G70; of Thomas of Finedon, 125; 
of William del Abbeye, 159; of 
William Catelyn, 122, 185; of Wil- 
liam of Weston, p.1. 

Williams, Dr. Glanville, xlviii. 

Willis, D., xxvin., liiin. 

Willows, see Welewys. 

Wollesley, George, xxvn. 

Wolmongere, Bennet le, 194. 

Woodbine, G. E., xxxvi. 

Woodville, see Wydevill. 

Wryghte, Hugh son of Adam le, 193. 
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Wydevill, Henry de, p.2 ; John de, 
lini, liin., p.2. 

Wylues, see Welewys. 

Wylughby, Wilby, Wylughbi, John de, 
XVil, Xx, KK, XV; eV) | So, 
xivili, xlix, 1, p.8, p.26, p.47, p.55, 
G17, G18, p.64; p.67, p.72, p.80, 
pp.81-2, p.87, p.88, p.89; Robert, 
son of, xxii, xxiv; Richard de, 
Se), 

Wymund, William son of Henry, 108. 

Wynd, Robert, K17. 

Wynrich, Thomas, G28. 

Wynter, Richard, 153a, 153b. 

Wyrrok, Richard, 149. 

Wyse, Richard le, p.5. 

Wytlebury, John de, In., p.86n. 


Wyville, Wyvill’, Robert, p.85; of 
Lyveden, p.6. 


¥. 


Yonge, Roger son of John le, 144 ; 
William le, 116. See Jeuene. 


Ls 


Zouche, Zousche, la, Eudo, xxvii; 
William, xvii, xxvii, xxvii, xlvii, 
p.80, p.81, p.88: William, Archbp. 
of York, XXvil, Xxviil. 


i 
f ft 
: ane 
. ‘ ; at 
, ‘ ia ; 7, 
j rr mm : 
- Ne : i ; aus 
L * i, ne > a iv, 
‘ F M ; 1 a A ‘Lat 7 ! 
i . eee ey rie 4, ¥ a 
Acs _ ; Py nan ‘ey 
Oe A roe vr ri 
- , : ; Pa 
’ ; Mid 4 ys ye y' F 
fi a | : 0190 > MEGS 5 ee : t 
ae a yates Crewe, nth say 
; a 4 a 
‘ 2 ret ofA 
4 : Ae as ac a ry 
" A fi - R J *) 
ee re ee Ae ; 
i } i ; 
ie % Hy flee) 
a n ri is : ; bd 2? out 
<7 RAS 
} 7 iy y 
me 4 & aa j ; ; 
" 1 : < ~ , 4 ’ vp ) > So 
> 5.5 rae WS ie fy er A 4 j 
. a j ro { / 5 
") ’ 5 ‘ f vg + i 7 
ia v . ~ -. 
’ “ 
mo’ P 
— ‘ 
n & f s ~ x 
= A 4 = 


a 
rr 


S 
>> 
AS 

nS 

b. 


[109] 


INDEX OF SUBJECTS. 


A. 

Accessary, G15. 

Action of trespass, xxxvii, xXXXviii, 
xlii-xlvi, li, vi et armis, xliii; for 
damages, li, lii, against bailiff, xlvi, 
brought by a woman, xlivn. 

‘ Addition ’ to name, liii. 

Amercement, xviii, xliii-xlvii. See also 
under Pleas—defendant not in court, 
plaintiff does not proceed. 

Animals mentioned ;—1. chickens, liii, 


G47; cows, 4, G16, G40, K12; 
deer, Xill, xiv, xxviii, p.8; ducks, 
G47; foal, G23; geese, 20, G33, 


G47, G75 ; hens, 20, G33, G47, G75; 
horses and mares, xlv, 5, 6, 12, 25, 50, 
108, G9, G10, G16, G23, G27, G33, 
G54, G58, G63, G65, KY, K10, 
K1l, K15, K17, K20, K20a; oxen, 
7,G16; pigs, G61 ; sheep, |, (bidens) 
22, 62, G41, G46, G50, G51, G56, 
G62, K5, (multo) G46, (ovis) G49 ; 
steer, 163. 

Appeal, xli; of approvers, G1-G7, G11, 
G18, G35, G44-G49, G51, G52, ee 
G75 ; false, G46. 

Approver, xl, xli, 1, G17, G35-G36 ; in 
gaol, G11. See also wnder appeal, 
and felony—receiving. 

Arms, assize of, x; view of, xlix, K18. 

Array, commissioners of, xxv, xxvii, 
KR , KOMI 

Arrest, order for, xxxvili; 
rested, 1, p.86. 

Articles of Inquiry on the Statute of 
Winchester, xxxix, xliiin., xlix, p.85. 

Articles, etc. mentioned :—bacon, side 
of, G66, G70 ; bed, xlv, 108; Bolazx, 
G66; bowl of maple-wood, G34; 
caldron, G42; cart, xlv, 108; cart 
wheel, xlvii-xlviii, 204; chalice, 
G48; cloak, G43; cloth, 20, 38, 
G59, K7, of blue, G11, russet, G11, 
woollen, xxix; corn, xhi, 108, 135, 
barley, xlv, 108, G52, G53, peas, 
xlv, 108, rye, xlv, 108, G70; doors, 


none ar- 


184, G71; fork, iron, G71, flour, 
K12; gutters, lead, G74; hoods, 
G43, of miniver, G73 ; hides, tanned, 
G39; money in bulk, G30, G59, 
G73; plough-shares, G13; _ pot, 
K14, brass, 108, G42; reins, 108; 
sheets, G43; spoon, brass, G42, 
squirrel furs, G73, skins, G73; 
tunic, 22; walls (paries) 20. G32, 
{murus) G71; windows, 184, G32, 


wool fells, G21, G69. 


Assize, Justices of, XxX, XXN., XXil, Kxiil; 
XXIV, XXX11; see also under arms. 
Attachment, XXXViii, xlvii; in pre- 
sentments of trespass, 1, 8, 10, 14-16, 

18, 27-28, 34-37, 40-41, 42, 52, 56- 
60, 63-68, 70-72, 76-78, 79-80, 85-88, 
90-93, 102-104, 105-107, 108, 109; 
in plaints see under pleas—defen- 
dant not in court. 

Attorney, 153a, 188. 


B. 


Bailiff, xxiii, xxix, mandates to be sent 
to, x1, x11; of hundreds, xxxvi, xlvi, 
lin, pp. 1-7, 1, 27; 111, 112 of town 
of Northampton, G34. 

Bailiwick, 23. 

Baron, among the 
Peace, 2x1. 

Baronial Reform and kebellion, 
E. F. Jacob. 

Benefit of Clergy in the Later Middle 
Ages, see L, C. Gabel. 

Bill, xlvi. 


Keepers of the 


See 


Cc 

Circuit, SocV Sock Vil.-- 

Chancellor of Exeter, see John of Ever- 
don.’ 

Chancery, Xviii. 

Chancery Rolls, xxix. 

Claim, false, xliv, xivii, 112, 113, 124, 
127, 131, 133, 135, 138, 146, 155, 
157, 184, 193; paid into court, 137. 

Clergy, benefit of, pleaded, xli, G17. 

Clerk, chief, li; filing, xxxvii, guilty, 
xl; payments to, xliv, lii, see also 
under damages; of the Peace, lii, 
probably responsible’ for Super- 
visors’ Roll, xxxviii, see also Borne- 
staid jee 

Coiner, xh. 

Collector of King’s Pence, see J. Thorp’; 
of Taxes on moveables, XXX. . 

Commissions, see under Gaol Delivery, 
Keepers of the Peace, Oyer and Ter- 
miner, Sheriff, Supervisor, Waste. 

Common Pleas, Court of, 204; Justice 
Ol xi, sexi, xxx + Rolls of lit, 

Constable, chief, xlix, p.82; under, 
xlix, p.82; of the Peace, xli, see also 
S. de Langley, R. of Potton’; vil- 
lage, 1x, xi; of Islip, 101; of Little 
Preston, K2; of Titchmarsh, 63. 
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Coroner, xxiii, Xxix, xxx, xl, xli, xlviii, 
Gl, G35-7 ; indictments before, G8, 
G14, G15, G20, G28, G55, G58, 
G71; of town of Northampton, G19, 
of City of London, see J. de Wen- 
grave ; see also John of Ashton, John 
de Buketon, H. Daundely, R. Kynne, 
R. de Veer; view of, G58, G60. 

Council, King’s, xiii, xvi, xxviii. 

County of Northampton, division of, 
xlix, xlixn. 

Court of King’s Bench in the Reign of 
Edward I, The, see Dr. G. O. Sayles. 

Court, County, xlviii ; officers of, xliv ; 
procedure.in; xlvi. 

Crecy and Calais, see G. Wollesley. 

Crier, damages to, 111, payments to, lii. 

Custos pacis, see Constable, Keeper of 
the Peace. 


D. 

Damages, action for, xliil; assessed, 
xlviii, 193, 204; awarded in court, 
xlvi; fees paid from, xliv; cleer, 
xliv, xlivn., see also to clerks; to 
the party, 154b; to the party and 
the clerks, 126%. to the party, the 
clerks, marshal and crier, 111; to the 
clerks and marshal, lii, 117, 128, 183, 
200; plaintiff acknowledges satis- 
faction, 123, 125, 131; recovery of 
adjudged, 153a, 154a, 156, 185, 186 ; 
to be recovered party from party, 
152b 5. paid) ‘xlv, 114, 148)"158; 
paid into court, 120, 137. 

Defendant, xlvi, xlvii; to appear ata 
later date, xxxvii ; to put themselves 
of a jury, xliv; his breach of the 
peace, xliv, distraint of, see under 
distraint and pleas ; see also pp. 26- 
34, passim 

Distraint, xlv-xlvii, 111, 115, 129, 130, 
136, 143, 145, 147, 149, 150, 151, 
153a, 159, 160, 188, 189; sicut alias, 
145. 


E. 

Economic matters, xxi. 

Electors, xxxvi, pp. 1-7. 

Enforcement of the Statute of Labourers, 
1349-59, The, see Professor B. H. 
Putnam. 

Escape from custody, 23. 

Escheator, xxiii, XXiv, XXxXi. 

Estreats, xviii. 

Exaction, Xxxix, see outlawry. 

Exchequer, xii, XVili, xX vii, xlvili, xlix ; 
Baron of, see John of Everdon. 

Executors, XXX1. 

Eyre, xxxvili, Justices in, xxii, xxviii; 
“ General Eyres of 1329-30,’ E. H.R. 
xxxix, see Dr. H. M. Cam. 

Eyre of Kent, The, see Dr. W. C. Bol- 
lond. 


ey, 

Fees, xliv. 

Felonice, use of, xxxix, xlii. 

Belony, sxiijxv, Xxi xxi oli oli | 
pp. 8-9, arson, xxix, xli, G67 ; break- 
ing in (fractio), G73; — pond, 83; 
burglary (burgaria), xxxix, xli, of 
church, xxx1x, G72; of house, G12, 
G59, G60, G65, G70; of shop, xxix, 
G39; homicide, xxxix, xl, xli, l, 
(interfecit) G30, K3, (felonice inter- 
fecit) 21, 26, 44, 46, 47, 49, 51, 54; 
170, 171, 181, G2-G8, G14, G19, 
G20, G25, G26, G28, G55, G64, G71, 
K8, — by night, 47, — and robbery, 
G2, G3, G4, G6, G7, G30, G38, — and 
c. thief, 46, (homicidium) 75, house- 
breaking, xli, xlv, 82, K4, K14, 
larceny, xxxix, xli, of animals, 4-7, 
12, 13, 20, 22, 25, 50, 62, 163, G9, G10, 
G16, G22, G27, G33, G40, G46-7, 
G50-1, G56, G62-3, G75, K5, K9,-K12, 
K15, K17, K20, K20a ; articles, etc., 
22, 84, G11, G13, G21, G32; rape, 
xxxix, 101; receiving goods, xxxix, 
G42, G43, G46, G47, G48, G49, G56, 
ISG 5 *general el, 175, IlG se oftap- 
prover, xli, G41, G44, G45, G54, G57, 
G68 ; see also under Approver, Sus- 
picion | robbery) xxx xxl, x11 75, 
100, 163, G2, G3, G18, G24, G30, 
G59, (depredatus) G4, G6-G7, K6, 
K7 ; wanderer by night and common 
thief, 84. 

Fields, of Bozeat, G52, of Carlton, K11, 
of Corby, K9, of West Haddon, G62, 
of Weston, K10. 

File, p.64. 

Fine, xxxvi, xli-xlii, xliv, xlvi, xlviii, 
li; to be imposed by supervisors of 
1310, xii; reduced on account of 
poverty, 89; see also under Trespass 
and cases noted under Damages. 

Fine Roll, xxiii. 

Fish, xli, 60, 83, pike 83. 

Fish ponds, xiv, xlii, p.9; stagnum, 
60, 83; vivarius, 60, 109. 


G. 
Gaol, prisoner returned to, G18, G30. 


Gaol Delivery, Commissions of, xv-xvi, 
X1X, XXxviil, li, pp. 55-6, pp. 67-8, 
p.89. 

Gaol Delivery, Justices to deliver 
Castle of Northampton, xxii, xxiv, 
KEV, PRKVIL, OK Pe Re 
xxxviil, p.89; town of Northamp- 
ton, XXlil, xxv; in Bedfordshire, 
xxiv; Bedford Castle; xxiii, xxiv; 
in Buckinghamshire, xxiv; Ayles- 
bury, xxiii, xxv, xxxvii; Oakham, 
XX11, Xxili; Peterborough, xxl, xxv. 
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Gaol Delivery, by justices of assize, xx, 
by justices of gaol delivery, xix, p.89, 
by Supervisors, xxxvii, pp. 55-78 ; 
Justices of, xv-xvi, in Northampton- 
shire, XXXli-xXxxili. 

Gaol Delivery, Rolls and Records, xvi, 
xxxvill, xl, 1, G16, pp. 55-78, see 
also under writ; as evidence of ac- 
tivity of the Keepers of the Peace, 
see under Keepers of the Peace. 

Gaol Delivery, sessions of, xvi, lii, in 
Northamptonshire, xxxvii-xxxviii, 
xl-xh, 1, li. 

Grange, G53. 


Ee 


Heir, xxx, sock. 

Henry de Bray’s Estate Book, see Miss 
D. Willis. 

Henry of Pytchley’s Book of Fees, see 
Mr. W. T. Mellows. 

Highway, clearing of, according to 
Statute of Winchester, x, xliii, 73; 
in Northampton, 204; between 
Middleton and Thorpe Mandeville, 
G38. 

History of Buckinghamshire, see G. 
Lipscombe. 

History of the Criminal Law of England, 
A,jsee |. Stephen. 

History of English Law, A, 3rd edition, 
see Sir W. Holdesworth. 

History of English Law before the tume 
of Edward I, 2nd edition, see F. W. 

' Maitland. 

Honors, see Leicester, Peverel, Win- 
chester. 

Honors and Knights Fees, 
Farrer. 

Household, King’s, xxviii. 

Hugh raised, G71. 

Hundreds, ix, x; amerced for failure 
to keep watch, xliii; court, xxxvi; 
those represented at sessions, August 
1320, xlix, of Northamptonshire, 
east side, xlix, west side, xlix; see 
also under Place Names; jurors, see 
undey jurors. 

Hundred and the Hundred Rolls, The, 
see Dr. H. M. Cam. 

Hundred Rolls, Studies in the, see Dr. 
HOM. Cam. 


see W. 


I. 


Imprisoned persons, list of, xviii. 

Imprisonment, xli, xliv; commuted, 
xIvii. 

Indicted persons, names to be sent to 
Westminster, xlviil. 
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Indictment, xxxix-xlii, 1; detirmin- 
ime Of, xXxXxit¢ general, lily for 
several offences, 101; of trespass, 
xlv, li; relation between, and action 
of trespass, xlv-xlvi; see also undeyv 
Coroner, Keeper of the Peace, Senes- 
chall, Sheriff, Supervisor. 

Injury, xliv. 

Inquest, xxx; of 1316, lhis “Some 
Early Inquests before the Custodes 
Pacis,’ £. A. &., xl, see Dr. H. M. 
Cam. 

Issues of the land, xlv. 


Judgement, execution of, witheld, 200. 
Judges of England, The, see E. Foss. 
Jurors, answers of, xlvii-xlvili; calen- 


dar of, xxvi; hundred, xxxvi- 
XXXvVili, xlv, xlix; personnel of, 
lii-liii: see also undey names and 


pp. 1-7; see also under Jury. 

Jury, of the country, xlii, xliv; elec- 
tion of, xxxvin.; of neighbours, xl ; 
of neighbourhood, G2, G3, G18, G58 ; 
presenting, xxxvi, hi; second, 
XXViii. 

Justice, administration of, xxi, lili. 

Justices, see under Assize, Eyre, Gaol 
Delivery, Peace, Oyer and Terminer, 
Trailbaston. 


K. 

Keepers of the Counties, ix. 

Keepers of the Peace, ix-x, xix-xx, li, 
p.88; of 1307, 1308, x-xi; of Ap. 
1314, xiii, xv; of June 1314, xin, 
X1v, XV, XVI: Of 1316. xvii, xix; 
of 1320, xvii-xviil, xlviti-ix; of 
1321,. 1323,.-1324, xviil; of. 1325, 
1326, xviii-xix; personnel, xxi, 
XXX1i-xxxiil, p.88, in Beds., xxiv, 
xxxi; see also under Index of Names; 
powers, XXXVlil, XXXIX; sessions, 
Xxxv, li. 

Keepers of the Peace, evidence of 
activity on gaol delivery roll, 1; 
indictments before ix, xlii, xlviu, I, 
30, G9, G12, G13, G22, G29, G62, 
G63, G64, G65, G67, G68. 

Keeper of Rockingham Castle, xxx1. 

Kent Keepers of the Peace, 1316—1317, 
see Professor B. H. Putnam. 

King’s Bench, Court of, xxii; Justice 
of xiv, xxiii, xxxii; Chief Justice of 
xxvil, see also under rolls. 

King’s Serjeant, xxvii. 

Knight service, xxx. 

Knight’s fee, xxvi. 


L, 
Law, 1x. 
Law Tracts, Four Thirteenth Century, 
see Professor G. E. Woodbine. 
Letters Patent, ix, xii. 
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M. 
Marshal, xliv; payments to lii; see 
_ also under damages. 
“Marshalsy of the Eyre, The,’ Cambs. 
Hist. Journal, I, see Dr. H. M. Cam. 
Mayor, xxix; of Northampton, xxix. 
Measures, see Weights. 
Mercy, king’s, xlv. 
Military arrangements, XXi, XXvlil. 
Mill, burned, G67. 
Money, counterfeit xli, G45; tools for 
making, G45. 


N. 


Names, liii; occupational, liii, see also 
undey occupations; personal, sig- 
nificance of, Hi; Surnames, liii. 

Norfolk, An Essay towards a topo- 
graphical History of, see F. Blome- 
field:. 

Northamptonshive, The History and 
Antiquities of, see J. Bridges. 


O; 


Occupations mentioned, liii; butcher, 
lui, G40; chaplain, xlii, xlv, xlvii, 

94, 97, 98, 99, 104, 108, 131, 154a, 
154b, 179; cordwainer, 157; 
draper, G3; merchant, xxix, G6, 
G18, see also Roger merchant of 
Leicester, of cloth, G3; miller, K7, 
152a, 152b; parson, xlii, xlv-xlvi, 
95, 96, 108, 162; smith, 58; shep- 
herd, 1, K4; tanner, G38; ‘ Uphol- 
dere,’ G43; woodward, 41; wool 
monger, lili, G38. 

Occupational Names, see Index of 
Names under :—Acatour, Aketouner, 
Archer, Baker, Barker, Baxter, Ber- 
ther, Botiller, Boulpleyere, Carpen- 
ter, Carter, Chaplain, Chapman, 
Character, Cherecter, Clerk, Cocus, 
Cok’, Colyere, Couper, Cowherd, 
Cryur, Faber, Fevre, Ferthelord, 
Flekeman, Forester, Fowelere, Fys- 
shere, Garlecmongere, Garlekmon- 
gere, Glovere, Hardyman, Honner’, 
Latymer, Leche, Oylemakyere, Mac- 
hun, Mareschal, Mason, Mayster, 
Melnere, Mercer, Messer, Milneward, 
Minsmyth, Mouner, Mulnere, Pal- 
mer, Parchemyner, Parker, Parmen- 
ter, Porter, Provost, Puleter, Pulter, 
Pystor, Rede, Reevesone, Saltere, 
Scryveyn, Shepherd, Sherman, Skyn- 
nere, Smyth, Sokneman, Somenour, 
Someter, Somyner, Soutersman, Spi- 
cer, Tailor, Tanner, Taverner, Thres- 
shere, Turnour, Tyler, Vyneter, 
Warde, Webbestere, Whelwryghte, 
Whryghte, Whylewrichte, Wolmon- 
gere, 

Ordinances of 1311, xvi. 
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Origines Juridicales, see Sir W. Dug- 
dale. 

Outlawry, xxxi, xxxix, xlviii, 4-7, 12, 
13, 20-21, 26, 44, 46-50, 54, 62, 75, 
82-84. 

Oyer and Terminer, Commission of, 
XVI; ixxvi 7s) ustices Pol xxii y ocx; 
KKV, XXVILjO XK Vill, XK ei 
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Pardon, xxx, xl; general, xxviii, Xxxi. 

Park, p.8, of Brigstock, K12. 

Parliament, baron in, xxiv; knights 
of the shire in, xxiv, xXv, XXvili, 
XX1X, XXX, xxxili; of Northampton, 
1307, xxix; of York, 1314, xvi; of 
Lincoln, 1316, xvii; Michaelmas 
1320) xvill. 

Parliamentary Taxes on Personal Pro- 
perty, see Dr. J. F. Willard. 

Patent Roll, xxxiii, xxxvi. 

Party, 111, 118, 131, 154a, 193. 

Peace, breach of, main interest of 
jurors, liii; local enforcement of, 
xi; mandate concerning, 15 Dec. 
1307, xi; preservation of, ix, x1il, 
xxiii 

Peace, Commissions of, ix, Xii, xxv; 
see also under Keepers of the Peace 
and Supervisors. 

Peace, Justices ‘of, x, xv, x eect 
hii. 

Peine forte et dure, pena, xl, G30. 

Place of the Reign of Edward II in 
English History, The, 2nd ed., re- 
vised by Hilda Johnstone, see Pro- 
fessor T. F. Tout. 

Plaints.. X<Xvii, ox<xvin; 
Pleas. 

Plaintiff, xliii, xliv, xlv, xlvi; goods 
restored to, xli, see also pp. 26-53, 
passim, 

Pleas, XxXvi, XXxXvli, xliv-xlvi, damages 
awarded, see undey damages ; claims 
found false, see under claims ; defen- 
dant not in court, 115, 119, 129, 130, 
136, 143, 145, 147, 149)-150, 1651, 
159, 160, 188, 189; plaintiff does 
not proceed, 116, 121, 122, 132, 134, 
139, 140, 141, 142, 144, 148, 190, 
191, 192, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 
199. 

Pledge, xli, xliv, xlvi, xlvii, pp. 26-44, 
passim, pp. 48-54 passim ; also as for 
trespass—fine made. 

Posse Comitatus, Xi, Xill, XVll, XViil. 

Presentments, xxxix, xli-xliii, see also 
under Felony and Trespass. 

Prices, (values) liii, 108, 163, G39, G43; 
G53, G54, G63, G69, K5, K14. 

Prison, death in, G58, G60; prisoner 
returned to, G71. 

Procedure, XXXVili. 


see under 
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Proceedings before the Justices of the 
Peace in the Fourteenth and Fifteenth 
Centuries, see Professor B. H. Put- 
nam. 

Process, li. 

Property, value of, 1. 

Punishment, xliv. 


Quarter Sessions Records of the County 
of Northampton, see Miss Joan Wake. 


Re 

Receiver of wool, xxix. 

“ Records of the Keepers of the Peace 
and their Supervisors, 1307-1327,’ 
E. H. R. xlv, see Professor B. H. 
Putnam. 

fRecords of some Sessions of the Peace in 
Lincolnshire, see Miss R. Sillem. 

Reeve, xxxviii, p.82; of Silverstone, 
G42, G43. 

Revenue, xxi. 

Rolls, coroner’s, for Rothwell Hun- 
dred, xlviii ; of Keepers of the Peace, 
iv, ix, xlviii-l, li, lili, p.80; King’s 
Bench, 1, li, lii; of Supervisors, iv, 
1X, XXXV-Xxxviii, li, lili. 

Rotulets, xxxvi, p.64. 


S. 

Scutage, xxvii. 

Seneschall, Indictment before, G10. 

Serjeants-at-Law, xxxii. 

Sheriff, pp. xi-xiv, xvi-xviii, xxii-xxxi, 
XXX1l1, XXXVill, XXxXix, xli-xliii, xlv- 
xlvii, 1, p.9, p.56, p.68, p.80, pp. 81- 
2, p.86; commission concerning, 
Oct. 1314; xvi, xliii; Dec. 1318, 
xvii; Indictment before, G47; see 
also W. Botevileyn, E. de Burneby, 
G. de Burneby, T. Wake, J. de 
Wylughby, J. de Wytlebury. 

“ Shope,’ ‘ Schoppe,’ G39, G73. 

Shrievalty, hereditary, xvi. 

Statute of Winchester, ix, x, xi, xiii, 
XVli, XX, XXxix, xliii, xlix, p.8, 203, 
pp. 80-2, K1, K21, p.85. 

Steward of Rockingham Forest, xxxi. 

Suit, xxxvii, xl, xlv-xlvii, G30, G58, 
G61, G66; of king, G4, G5-G7. 

Supervisors, X, Xi, XIX, XxX, XXxviii, 
p88 of 1310, xii, xv, xviii, xxi; 
of 1312 (Northants only), xii, xxi; 
of 1314, x, xiv, xv, xvi, xxi, li, pp. 8- 
9; of 1326, xix, xxi, li; personnel, 
XVll, XXI-XXV, XXXi, XXXii-xxXxXiii, 
p.87, see also under Index of Names ; 
Indictments before, G25, G26, G27; 
Sessions, xXxxvii-xlvi, li-lii; types 
of cases discussed, xxxix-xlviii, 1, 
liii; see also undey actions, clerk, 
felony, gaol delivery, marshal, pleas, 
roll, suspects, trespass. 

Suspects, xiii-xv, Xvii-xix, xl. 
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Suspicion, p.8, G23, G24, G31, G34, 
p.80. 


au 

Taxes, assessor and collector of, xxvi, 
XXVll, XXX, XXXI1, XXXili, twentieth, 
xlvi, 111. 

Township, ix, xxxviii, xlix. 

Trades, see Occupations, Occupational 
names. 

Transformation of the Keepers of the 
Peace into Justices of the Peace, 1327 
—80, The, see Professor B. H. Put- 
nam. 

Trailbaston, Commission of, x; Jus- 
tices of, x, xxii, see also J. Botetourte. 

Trespass, those imprisoned not to be 
delivered without special mandate, 
x1i; delivery before justices of gaol 
delivery, xv ; presented before keep- 
ers and supervisors, xxxix, xli-xlii ; 
presentment by the hundred, xlvii, 
by Triers, xlv, xlvii ; inevitable acci- 
dent as defence in, xlvii; punish- 
ment, p-.9. 

Trespass, fine made, 8, 9, 11, 30, 31, 
33, 38, 40, 42, 52, 88, 89, 94-99, 104, 
168, 187, 201, 202, 203 ; assault, beat, 
wounded, ill-treated, 179,—ag/ainst 
the] p[eace], 76, 93, assault by night, 
beat those keeping watch, 85, cf 203, 
assault to extract fine, 176, 177, 
assault by night, wander by day and 
by night, 103; beating, 34, 80 89, 
91, 92,102, 103,201, 202, —, ag. p., 27, 
36, 59, 66, 79, 86, 88, 101, 106, 107, 
—— and c{[ommon] beater ag. p., 14, 
15, 16; — ag. p. and c. beater, 8, 
28, 40, 77, 78, — and wounding, 33, 
35, 64, 90, 182, — ag. p., 68, 70, 72. 
87, by night ag. p., 105, — c. 
beaters ag. p. 9, 10, 11, 56, beating 
and ill-treating, 173, 178, — c. 
beater, 39, ag. p., 41, 63, 67, 164, 
155, 169, 172, beating, wounding and 
ill-treating ag. p., 166, beating, 
wounding and imprisoning ag. p., 
71, c. beaters ag. p., 42; c. beater 
and disturber of the peace, 52, 57, 
180, 187, — and beat, 104, beat 
cut off finger, beater ag. p., 18, beat 
and ill-treated by night ag. p., 174, 
beat, wounded and common, etc. 
168, beat wounded and ill-treated, 
c. malefactor, 167, beat by force of 
arms and ill-treated ag. p., 162, c. 
beaters and breakers of the peace, 
vagrants by night, 161; broke 
house, carried away goods and crops, 
108; maiming, l, K2; c. malefac- 
tors, beat and wounded, K13; c. 
malefactors who took fish, 60, 109; 
sequestration broken, 1; wounding 
ag. p., 37, 58, 65: pleas of, see under 
Pleas. 

inners, xxxvi, su, xiv, xlvii, p.7, p.23. 
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Vv. 

Values, see Prices. 

Victoria County History, Bedfordshire, 
xxivn., Buckinghamshire, xXxivn., 
Northamptonshire, Xxvn., XXvin., 
XXV1IN., XX1XN., XXxN. 


W. 

Wardship, xxx, XxXXi. 

Waste, Commissioner of, xxxi. 

Watch, keeping of, xxxix; not ob- 
served, xliii, xlix, 2, 3, 17, 19, 24, 
29, 32, 43, 45, 53, 55, 61, 69, 74, 
81, 110, K1, K18, K21, K22, K2la; 
those deputed to keep, lii, 85, 105, 
203; and ward, x. 

Weights and Measures ; bushel, G53 ; 
ell, G11; peck, G70; quarter, K12 ; 
shock, G52. 


Will, xxix, xxx. 

Wood, not cleared, xliii, 73, see also 
Brendwode. 

Wool trade, xxix. 


Writ, for return of gaol delivery re- 


cords, xxiii; originally attached to 
Supervisors’ Roll, xxxvi; attachies, 
xlii ; de bono et malo, xli, In., G29, 
G55, G64, G71; capias, xxxix, xli ; 
distraint, xlii; judicial, xliv; quod 
si, |, see also de bono et malo; venire 
facias, xlviii, xlix, p.9, p.56, p.68, 
p.81; of 1 April 1310, xi; of 7 Aug. 
1320, xviii, xlix, p.80. 


age 
Year Book, xlviin. 
Year and Waste, 25. 
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